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| Current Topics. 
The Right to the Last Word to the Jury. 


WIrH REFERENCE to Mr. Justice Dariine’s ruling this week in 
the Wandsworth solicitor’s case, a learned correspondent has 
furnished us with the following interesting note: In an action 
for defamation, tried at the Gloucester Assizes, [ think in the late 
sixties, Mr. Henry Marruews, Q.C., led for the plaintiff, and 
Mr. J. J. Powstt, Q.C. (the then leader of the Oxford Circuit), 
for the defendant. The latter had great power in addressing a 
jury, especially one at Gloucester, and was naturally anxious 
for the last word in the case, as was also his adversary. In the 
course of cross-examining one of the witnesses for the plaintiff 
(I believe the plaintiff himself), Mr. Powi1 produced a placard 
and asked one or two questions on it; and having done this, 
he threw the placard on the table at which counsel were sitting. 
Having called all his witnesses, Mr. Marruews said, “‘ That’s my 
case, my lord,” to which Mr. PowE tt rejoined, “Aad so it is mine; 
I call no witnesses.” Whereupon Mr. Marruews claimed that, 
as Mr. Powett had cross-examined on the placard which he had 
produced to the witness, he had made it evidence for the 
defendant; therefore he must address the jury first. This gave 
rise to a heated contention, but ultimately the judge ruled that 
Mr. Marruews’ contention was technically correct. Much dis- 
concerted, Mr. Powerit was obliged to go first, and lost his 
coveted last word. It was understood that, after the case was 
over, he wrote Mr. Matruews a strong letter of remonstrance on 
the course he had taken, and it was some time before the two 
leaders were again on terms of friendship. 


Celluloid Coins. 

Ir 1s stated that the London County Council, having found 
great difficulty in accumulating a eufficient quantity of copper 
coin for use in the business of the street tramways, have pre- 
pared a number of coins made of celluloid and coloured blue and 
red, the former being of the value of a halfpenny and the latter 
of a penny. These coins have on them a device indicating that 
they are issued by the county council for the purpose of being 
exchanged for tramway tickets. This does not appear to be any 
encroachment upon the privilege of coining money, which is, of 

course, an exclusive privilege of the Crown. The coins are not 
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issued and put into general circulation as money resembling, or | that the money should be used for the purposes of the associatey 
intended to reremble, the current coin of the realm. It is true| companies. This arrangement was carried out and the £609 § daim = 
that the words of section 5 of the Coinage Act, 1870, ‘‘no piece| was advanced by the Exploring Co., but ultimately Dayiq § however 
of gold, silver, copper, or bronze, or of any metal or mixed metal | Payne & Oo. went into liquidation and the liquidate, § the dece 
of any value whatever shall be made or issued except by the| sought to have the debenture declared void on thy @ Act. T 
Mint. as a cvin or token for money, or as purporting that the holder | ground that the transaction was ulérd vires. The application of the Act 
thereof is e:titled to demand any value denoted thereon,” are| the money borrowed was, of course, ultrd vires, but Dayid Mf position 
tolerably wide. But the section is aimed at coins which have | Payne & Co. had under their articles of association the usual § this op! 
been put into general circulation as money, and the tokens of | power to borrow on debentures, and the knowledge of thy ™ inthe 4 
the county council, even if they were made of metal, could not | purpose to which the money was to be applied could not by § out witl 
be brought within its terms. Instances of the use of private | imputed to the Exploring Co. unless by reason of Korcxmayy J but wh 
tokens can easily be found in the history of England. Evgtyn, | being an officer of both companies. The Exploring Co., hoy. § to his fi 
in his diary, speaks of tokens issued by every tavern “ passable | ever, were under no duty to inquire into the destination of the § displace 
through the neighbourhood, though seldom reaching further | money, and consequently Koicxmann was not to be assumed ty) @ strange 
than the next street or two.” have acquired his knowledge as a director of the Exploring Qo, § service 
Translations of Foreign Codes. and his knowledge was not to be imputed to that company. case m1 

THE PvBLication of an English translation of the Commercial | Borrowing by a Company for Unauthorized Publi: 
Code of the Argentine Republic draws attention to a somewhat Purposes. F , THE 
remarkable fact, that so few of the many foreign codes have| THE aBove case of Re David Payne § Co. also disposes of qoinion 
been translated into our language. The admirable Collection de | the doctrine, apparently countenanced by Davis's case (L. R, 12 oe be 
Codes Etrangers published in Paris provides French translations | Eq. 516), that where money is borrowed by a company within 10.B 
of all the most important codes of other countries, but we have | its borrowing powers, but for a ia, mg not sanctioned by its by the 
nothing corresponding to it in England. There is not even a} memorandum of association, this makes the transaction invalid, Ren ¢ 
uniform edition of the codes of France. English translations | and avoids the security given to the lender. In Davis's case the by met 
have been published of some half-dozen maritime codes. The | objects of a building society were stated by its rules to be to yy or 
Commercial Code of Germany, which came into force at the | raise a fund for the purpose of enabling its members to pur. saahe 
beginning of the century, has been translated into this language. chase freehold land, or other real or leasehold estate, and to Semel 
and twenty years ago an edition of the Penal Code was pub- | erect houses. The original rules contained no borrowing power, eC 
lished, but is now practically obsolete. Two English transla-| but an alteration was made giving the directors power been } 
tions have been published of the Japanese Civil and Commercial | to borrow money for the purposes of the society. The BB gars 
Codes. One is by a German professor in the Imperial University | society received money from depositors, but did not apply Libel : 
of Tokyo, and the other by Mr. J. G. Gussms, of the British | the money in accordance with the rules. It was held by the le 
legation. A useful practical guide upon legal points arising in Bacon, V.C., that the borrowing from the depositors was a ples 
business reJations with Russia, containing translations of | totally unauthorized act, and that it was a transaction wholly duck 
different portions of the codes, has been provided recently by illegal between borrower and lender. The decision was 4 . ww, 
Baron Hzyxtse, Consul for Scotland and the northern counties | notable example of the impossible demands which are some libel | 
of England. But as private enterprize has left a large amount| times made upon persons lending money. The society had able s 
of ground unoccupied, it is deserving of consideration whether | power to borrow, but in the nature of things it was not but th 
the tranmation of the various foreign codes should not be under- | feasible for the lenders to follow the destination of their money down 
taken at the public expense. A committee modelled upon the | and to see that it was applied to the proper purposes of the ublic 
lines of the Statute Law Committee, including lawyers possessing society. The transaction was bad as regards the directors, but 1 
the necessary linguistic attainments, would be most suited for | in fairness it should have been held good as regards the lenders, ho 
the purpose. From time to time the Foreign Office obtains from | In this respect the decision has been corrected by the judgments the of 
the embassies a report, containing the law upon some subject in | of Bucktey, J., and of the Court of Appeal in Re David Payne think 
the countries to which they are accredited, and afterwards lays| 4 Co. “I take it,” said Romer, L.J., “to be clear beyond con- 
the collection before Parliament. But this is done generally | troversy at the present day that, when money is being borrowed ule 
with a view to some change in our own laws, and does not pro- within the limits of the power of borrowing as to amount, the the wr 
vide information of much use to the practising lawyer. A| person who lends the money is not bound to inquire to what poets 
notable exception is the Blue Book containing the laws of | purpose the borrowing company is about to apply the money so by. ol 
marriage and divorce, which was published ten years ago and Sesneend.” In that case accordingly, inasmuch as the borrowing ta 
was brought up to date in 1903. / power was unrestricted and there was : notice to the lending Engli 

ni he i ( i icatic y 9 
Imputing Notice Through a Common Director. ry en. veg popes oe ry oe og 

Tue rersEest practice of appointing the same persons on the ; 
boards of different companies which may have dealings with each | 4 Partner as Servant to the Firm. a 
other is obviously liable to lead to complications, but the| Tere szems to be no reason nowadays why a partner in 4 
decision of the Court of Appeal in He David Payne & Co. | firm cannot be, under agreement with his partners, the servant fd ae 
(Lamsted) (1904, 2 Ch. 608) removes one source of difficulty by | of the firm, and have against the firm all rights under the — 
shewing that the knowledge which a director obtains in one | agreement which a servant would have who was not a partner. His. 
capecity will not in general be imputed to the company of which | In equity certainly he would be entitled to his salary under the b . 
he is on officer in ancther capacity. The rule under such | agreement; and since the Judicature Act there seems no reason ie 
Gresiwetences established by Le Marseilles Extension Railway Co.| why he should not recover such salary in an action at law. As = 
(20 WT. Be. 254, L B.7 Ch. 161) was enunciated by Vavonan | between him and his firm, the law would probably construe such .. 
Wists, J.,in He Hampthire Land Co. (45 W. R. 136; 1896, | an agreement exactly as if he were a stranger to the firm If vast 
2 Ch. 743) an follows: “Tine knowledge which has been acyuired | this statement of the law is correct, then the decision of ade 
by the officer of ome company will not be imputed to the other com-| the Court of Appeal in the recent caso of Hillis v. Joseph aah 
pany, unless the common officer had some duty imposed upon him | ilis & Co.ian a very hardone. It was a claim undor the Work- deci 


 eousnunicate that knowledgetothe ot ier company, and had some 


men’s Compensation Act, 1897, the claimant being the widow of 








duty imposed «n him by thecompany which is alleged ty be affected | a man killed by accident. It appears that the deceasel hal gem 
by the nvies w receive the notice.” In the present case one | been a partner with two other men, and had agreed with his - 
Kocnuss wae « director of the Exploring Land and Minerals | partners to work manually for the fir for weekly wages. While a 
(o, and else of David Payne & Co, The latter company was | actually engaged in such manual work, he met with an accident | 
asexaate’ with three other ennpanies which were in need of | which proved fatal him. If he had been an ordinary servant, red 
meimey, ena an arrangement was mate, with Koicumann’s know-|\ there seomms to be no doubt at all that his widow may 
leAge, that the Uxploring Co. should be asked to alvance £6,000' wuld have heen entitled to the full benefit of the — 
upon the security of a debenture of David Payne & Cu,, and’ Act; and the county wwurt judge who dealt with her -¥ 
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daim made an award in her favour. The Court of Appeal, 
however, has overruled the judge’s decision, on the gale that 
the deceased was not a “ workman” within the meaning of the 
Act. The Master of the Rolls said that it was the intention of 
the Act to exclude cases in which the same person occupied the 
position of both employer and employed. With all deference to 
this opinion of one of our best lawyers, we cannot see arything 
jn the Act which bears it out. The Act certainly deals through- 
out with the workman and his employer as two distinct persons ; 
but where by agreement a partner becomes in fact a workman 
to his firm at weekly wages, we can find nothing in the Act to 
displace the equitable view that he should be considered as a 
stranger to the firm in all matters arising out of the contract of 
service. With diffidence, we suggest that the appellant in this 
case might go further and fare better. 


Publication of a Libel. 


Tue Court of Session in Scotland have recently given their 
opinion as to what constitutes the publication of a libel. It 
may be remembered that in Pu//man v. Walter Hill & Co. (1891, 
1Q. B. 524) a letter containing defamatory matter was dictated 
by the managing director of a company to a clerk, who took 
down the words in shorthand and then wrote them out in full 
by means of a typewriting machine. The letter thus written 
was copied by an office boy in a copying-press. When it 
reached its destination, it was in the ordinary course of business 
opened by a clerk of the firm, and was read by two other clerks. 

e Court of Appeal held that the letter must be taken to have 
been published both to the plaintiffs’ clerk and the defendants’ 
clerks. With reference to this case Mr. OvcErs, in his work on 
Libel and Slander (3rd ed.), p. 174, observes: ‘‘ With all respect to 
the learned judges, I venture to suggest a doubt as to the 
correctness of this decision, Dictating to a shorthand 
derk words which that shorthand clerk takes down 
in writing is not publishing a libel to the clerk. No 
libel is yet in existence. Such dictation may be an action- 
able slander; indeed, in Pullman v. Walter Hill § Co. it was so, 
but the fact that the spoken words are intended to be written 
down after they are uttered does not make their utterance the 
publication of a libel. Then, again, after the spoken words 
were taken down in shorthand and copied out in typewriting, 
the manager signed the typewritten document and handed it to 
the office boy to be press copied. Is this a publication? I 
think the attention of the court was not called to the fact that 
press copying is a purely mechanical process. The office boy 
would not read a word of the letter, but would merely put it in 
the press and pass a roller over it.” In the Scottish case letters 
containing defamatory matter were dictated to, and typewritten 
by, clerks in the employment of the defendants, and the question 
arose whether there had been a publication in the sense of the 
English law. Lord Macraren said: “I am _ not pre- 
pared to hold that the employment of an amanuensis in 
the ordinary course of business to write letters on busi- 
ness, amounts to a publication of a libel, should such 
letters be found to contain defamatory matter, The work 
of an amanuensis to whom letters are dictated is con- 
fidential employment, and in the general case the amanuensis 
knows nothing of the parties or the subject in controversy. 
His duties are purely mechanical, and he cannot, without a 
breach of confidence, make any use of the information which 
he may pick up in writing a letter from dictation. It may be 
that if the person cankaet to write the letter knew the party to 
whom the letter was addressed, and the letter conveyed to his mind 
a defamatory imputation, an action would lie.” These observations 
are of course entitled to considerable weight. We cannot say, 
however, that they have led us to doubt the correctness of the 
decision of the Court of Appeal. The question is whether the 
writer of the letter has done something equivalent to shewing it 
to someone other than the person to whom it is addressed. An 
amanuensis or a typewriter in the ordinary course of things 
reads what he has written from beginning to end. He may or 
may not fully Lapse the sense of what he has written. He 
may or may not be capable of a breach of confidence, In these 
ciroumstances the law may well think it just and reasonable that 
the author of a letter containing defamatory matter should write 
and despatch it without the intervention of an agent. 





Damage by Fire. 

Tue Law as to the liability for damage by fire independently 
of negligence is illustrated by the recent case of Crewe v. Motter- 
shaw (9 British Columbia Reports, 246). The head-note of this 
case is as follows: ‘A fire, started in brush and fallen lumber 
by the defendant for the purpose of clearing his land, spread on 
the plaintiff's lands adjoining. Held, in an action for 8, 
applying the princip'e of Rylands v. Fletcher (L. R. 1 Ex. 265, 
L. R. 3 H.L. 330), that the defendavt maintained the fire at 
his own risk and was responsible for the damage caused by it.” 
The facts of the case are stated more fully by Hunter, C.J., who 
proceeds: “I find the fact to be that the fire complained of 
originated from fires set by the defendant, and [ think he is 
legally responsible for the damage. I do not think that negli- 
gence is the real ground on which this action should be decided. 
I think Jones v. The Festiniog Ratlway (L. R. 3 Q. B. 733) and 
Rylands v. Fletcher shew that if a man brings upon his own 
land something which if allowed to escape or get beyond 
his control may injure his neighbour, he does so at 
his own risk and is responsible if damage ensues. 
Some Ontario cases were cited to shew that the defend- 
ant is not liable unless it is shewn that he did not 
use reasonable care to prevent the damage, but in my 
opinion such a rule is practically unworkable. It would mean 
that when a man saw his neighbour using fire in this way, he 
would have to sit up all night, not ouly to watch the fires which 
might be causing pao to his household, but to keep his eye on 
his neighbour’s movements in order to get evidence as to his 
negligence.” We are rather surprised that, in holding that this 
case was governed by Fletcher v. Hylands, the learned judge made 
no allusion to the ym, snag section (86) of 14 Geo. 3, c. 78. 
This section, which has been held to be a general law applicable 
to all British subjects, «nacts that “no action, suit, or process 
whatever shail be had, maintained, er prosecuted against any 
person on whose estate any fire shall accidentally 
begin, nor shall any recom be made by such persoa 
for any damage suffered thereby.” It has, however, beea 
settled by subsequent decisions that the exemption in 
the section was founded on the ancient custom of the 
realm that every man must safely keep his own fire sv 
that no damage in any wise happens to his neighbour, 
and that it does not apply to a case where negligence is proved. 
For example, an action may be brought against a person by whose 
negligence a fire arises on his premises and damages the property 
of another. The case of Filliter v. Phippard (11 Q. B. 347) also 
goes to shew that the exemption does not apply where the fire is 
lighted intentionally and mischief happens to result from it. 
But for these decisions we should have thought that the law 
with regard to accidental fire was at the date of the Act 
bea to be in accordance with that afterwards laid down ia 
Rylands v. Fletcher, and that it was iatended to mitigate it in 
favour of the landowner and to protect him from liability for fire 
where it was caused by accident and not by culpable negligence. 
The evidence in Crewe v. Mottershaw was ape | sutticient to 
prove negligence, but the law as laid down by the learned judge 
appears to assume that the section has little or no operation. 

e are not disposed to think that it was intended to apply only 
to cases of vis mayor, such as a fire brought onto land by a 
stranger or kindled by a flash of lightning. 


Re-issue of Debentures, 

Tux peciston of Kexewicn, J., in Re W. Tasker & Sons 
(Limited) (ante, p. 165), following, and possibly extending, that 
of Buexury, J., in Re George Routledge & Sens (53 W. R. 44), 
shews that special precautions should be taken by persons accept 
ing debentures from companies to ascertain that the debentures 
have not previously been dealt with by the company. In Ae 
George Routledge § Sons the company bought up certain of its 
own debentures, took a transfer to itself, and subsequently re- 
issued them for value to fresh holder It was held by 
Buoxusy, J., that after the purchase by the company there 
was an end of the debt due under the debestures, and 
that consequently there was an end of the security as 
well, Hence the new holders of the debentures were 
holders of a nonentity, In Re W) Teodor & Seas the ciroun- 
stances were similar, save that the company did not take an 
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actual transfer of the debentures to itself. 
due on them and took a blank transfer. 


with the names of the new holders. 


the debt which the debentures, as originally created, represented. 
Hence they had discharged their office, and the other debenture- 
holders of the same series were entitled to exclude them from rank- 
ing pari passu. Kexewicu, J., was careful to limit his decision to 
the case where the company pays off the debentures and then at 
a later date again borrowson them. If debentures are deposited 
to secure a temporary loan, which is paid off out of the proceeds 
of the debenture when finally issued, this, it seems, can be 
arranged, the company being simply an intermediary between 
the old and the new holders. At the same time, the above cases 
suggest that even such a transaction might not be unattended 
with risk, and they appear to place unnecessary obstacles in the 
way of a company dealing with its debentures. Apart from 
technical considerations, the debentures might very well remain 
as an available security for the company until paid off in the 
ordinary course in accordance with their tenor. 


The Solicitor’s Case at the Old Bailey. 


A casx tried this week at the Old Bailey, in which a solicitor 
was convicted of obtaining money from a board of guardians by 
false pretences, was remarkable in many respects, and rather 
painful reading for members of both branches of the profession. 
In this place, however, we only wish to direct attention to one 
matter suggested by the evidence in this case—that is, the 
undesirability of a practising barrister acting as the servant of a 
public body. Of course, there can be no kind of objection to 
the servant of a public body being a barrister—i.¢., holding 
the degree of barrister-at-law. But it is decidedly objec- 
tionable that he should hold such office and at the same 
time practise as a barrister. The General Council of the Bar 
has from time to time expressed strong opinions to this effect. 
The council has decided that the office of vestry clerk is incon- 
sistent with practice at the bar; that it is ‘ not desirable” that 
a registrar of births, deaths, and marriages or a public analyst 
should practise, and that no town clerk, clerk to guardians, or 
clerk to any similar public body ought to be a practising 
barrister. They have also declared that a barrister is justified 
in refusing to hold a brief with any barrister who acts contrary 
to these declarations of professional conduct. In one case the 
benchers of his inn considered the case of a town clerk acting as 
counsel for his own municipal body, and decided that such action 
was professionally improper. In the recent case, the judge who 
tried the case pointed out very strongly how unadvisable it is 
for practising barristers to hold situations incompatible with that 
freedom of action which it is essential for a barrister to have. 


Injuries by Falis of Signs. 

AT a¥ inquest recently held respecting the death of a woman 
in Derby, it appeared that the main stay of a sign-board measur- 
ing ten feet by five feethad rotted, and the sign was only controlled 
by two wire guards. A gale of wind having sprung up, the 
sign-board swayed in such a manner as to act as a lever on the 
adjacent wall, so that a piece of the stone coping was loosened 
and dislodged, and in its fall struck and killed the deceased. 
The case of Tarry v. Ashton (1 Q. B. D. 414) is an authority to 
shew that if 4 person maintains a lamp projecting over the 
highway for his own purposes, it is his duty to maintain it so as 
not to be dangerous to passengers, and if it causes injury owing 
tw want of repair, itis no answer on his part that he had employed 
& onupetent person to repair it. The facts of the case in Derby 
were rather different, but, assuming that there was a cause of 
ation against the owner of the sign-board, it would have been 


It paid the money 
Subsequently they 
were issued again for value and the transfers were filled up 
Technically there was not 
quite so strong a case of merger as in Re George Routledge § 
Sons, but in principle the effect wasthe same. The company satisfied 


hanging the public way (not being within the City) and although 
accidents like that which we have described are happily rare, w 
think that the inhabitants of every large town may reasonably 
expect that the local authorities should take steps to proteg 
them from the negligence or apathy of the occupiers of the 
premises to which these sign-boards are attached. 


Publication of Dishonour of Bill. 


Aw action tried a few days ago, in which £150 damages were 
recovered against the London and South-Western Bank for the 
accidental dishonour of acheque,may lead us to think that a practicg 
which is said to prevail in the leading Japanese cities would be 
attended with much inconvenience in this country. It is said 
that in those cities whenever a cheque, bill of exchange, or pro. 
missory note is dishonoured, notice of the dishonour is inserted 
in the public gazette. The effect of this usage is said to be that 
it is seldom necessary to take the further step of protesting these 
bills. It seems to us, however, that the publication of the dis. 
honour of a bill would be an engine of extortion in the hands of 
an unscrupulous claimant. In the present state of the English 
law, by which the holder of a bill of exchange has a summary 
remedy under order 14, a register of judgments so arranged that 
it could easily be searched would probably give men engaged in 
business all the protection which they can reasonably require. 


A French ‘‘ Red Sitting.’’ 


Tue Covrrt of Assizes at Paris began what is called “ A Red 
Sitting ”’ for the trial of criminals on Monday last. The list, 
in addition to a number of cases of housebreaking and false 
coining, contains three charges of murder, five of homicide, and 
four of attempted homicide. The sitting usually lasts over a 
fortnight, and it may be anticipated that the sentences upon the 
criminals will be much lighter than those to which we are 
accustomed in this country. 








The Danger to Order 14 Removed. 


Ir is with considerable satisfaction that we are enabled to 
chronicle the fact that the Court of Appeal, by its decision in 
Fraser v. Fraser (reported elsewhere), has saved references 
of actions to a master under ord. 14, r. 7, from the danger to 
which they were exposed by the judgment of the Divisional 
Court in Fraser v. Fraser (No. 2) (53 W. R. 47; 1904, 2 K. B. 
245). 

When the Divisional Court in the last mentioned case decided 
that a reference of an action by consent to a master under ord. 
14, r. 7, was analogous to, and in effect a continuation of, the old 
common law reference of an action to an arbitrator by order on 
consent and submission, and that therefore no appeal lay from 
the arbitrator’s decision, we felt that a mistake had been made 
which would probably be fraught with consequences injurious 
to one of the best of all the recent developments of procedure in 
the High Court. Had the apparent analogy which the Divisional 
Court saw been a real one, the question would have been one 
for the Rule Committee. But it is,we think, impossible to read the 
criticism to which we felt bound at the time to subject the decision 
of the Divisional Court (see 48 Soxicrrors’ JounNnaL, pp. 430, 454, 
471) without coming to the conclusion that the supposed 
analogy had no tangible foundation, and that had it been 
subjected to a more searching examination at the hearing, the 
Divisional Court would probably have come to a different 
conclusion. 

As we pointed out on that occasion (vol, 48, p. 454), the old 
common law reference of an action to arbitration by order 
resembled the reference to a master undenord. 14, r. 7, only in 
the fact that the consent of all parties was necessary and that an 





much more satisfactory if the law had made some attempt to guard 
against the occurrence of such an accident. But it was stated 


order had to be made, 
difference in the forms of order used to give effect to the consent 


There the resemblance ended, and the 


by the urban inspector of buildings that the bye-laws contained | of parties in the two cases is so fundamental that all analogy 


no regulations as to signu-boards, and the jury in their verdict | 


between the two kinds of reference is at once destroyed. ‘I'he 


expreme’ their regret at this omission and their hope that # | common law order of reference contained a submission by the 
i We observe that the | parties ‘‘ of all matters in difference in the cause to the award, 


From 
The form 


suuilar case would not occur again. 


Lmdon Building Acts authorize the county council to make bye- | order, arbitrament, final end and determination of ——.”’ 
laws lor the regulation vf lamps, signs, or other structures over- | such a reference it is clear there could be no appeal, 
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of order on reference to a master is a mere reference of the 
action ‘‘ to the certificate of a master with all the powers of 
certifying and amending of a judge of the High Court.” These 
words are consistent with a reference for trial. The master’s 
certificate gives the result of the trial and direction for 
judgment, precisely as an associate’s certificate gives the result 
of trial in court. But there is nothing in these words of 
reference consistent with a submission to final arbitration. 

As to the one point of similarity between the two kinds of 
reference—namely, the consent of parties, VaucHan WILLIAMs, 
LJ., pointed out, as we have previously shewn (vol. 48, p. 454), 
that a consent to refer an action does not in itself involve any 
relinquishment of the right of appeal against the decision given. 
Section 14 of the Arbitration Act enables parties to consent to 
the ¢rial of an action before a special referee or arbitrator 

eed upon by the parties, or before an official referee, or 
officer of the court. There is no dispute as to the right of 
appeal in cases so referred, and therefore it is obvious that the 
mere consent of parties to refer an action cannot be construed 
as a submission to a final arbitration, in the absence of definite 
terms to that effect in the order of reference. 

Lord Justice VaucHan Wit.1AMs, in his judgment, has inci- 

dentally cleared up one minor question on which some doubt 
has existed. The words “ officer of the court ” in section 14 of 
the Arbitration Act, 1889, have never been definitely interpreted 
as meaning a master. At the time the Act was passed some 
doubt was entertained on the point, though it was supposed 
that the term “ officer of the court”? was inserted for the very 
purpose of allowing the masters to take references of actions, 
as they had done prior to the Act. Now Vavenay Wit11aMs, 
L.J., has stated that the term “ officer of the court” includes a 
master. 
_ The importance of this second decision of the Court of Appeal 
in Fraser v. Fraser will be fully appreciated by solicitors, and, we 
have no doubt whatever, will be welcomed by the masters who 
take these references. Solicitors will be able to consent to refer 
to a master under order 14 with complete freedom, feeling secure 
from all risks of depriving their clients of any rights which they 
would have had if the action had been tried in court, and feeling 
certain also that they are agreeing to the most inexpensive and 
eer method of trial of an action which at present exists in our 
courts. 

_The satisfactory and expeditious manner in which the masters 
dispose of these references for trial has made them extremely 
popular, and the number of cases so tried and disposed of has 
steadily increased since the rule was amended in 1902. The fact 
that the right of appeal from the master’s @ecision is now clearly 
established does not create the least probability of an increase 
in the number of appeals. These references were established in 
1902, and though no one doubted that there was a right of 
appeal from a master, as from an official referee, until April, 
1904, when the decision to the contrary by the Divisional Court 
was given, there was no attempt to appeal from any of the 
hundreds of actions so tried and determined. The masters will, 
no doubt, welcome the restoration of the right of appeal from their 
decisions, because it places these trials before them on their proper 
footing, and, moreover, in the trial of actions before any sole judicial 
officer, whether judge, referee, or master, there may always be 
a few cases out of a great number in which some doubtful point 
of law arises, which the judge, or referee, or master, feels ought 
not to be finally determined by him, in the absence of a right 
in the parties to have the point fully argued before, and 
determined by, the collective wisdom of a higher tribunal. 

_ We will conclude by giving shortly a reference to the several 
judgments in this case of Fraser v. Fraser. 

In Fraser v. Fraser (No. 1) (52 W. R. 147; 1904, 1 K. B. 56) 
the Court of Appeal decided that there was no appeal to the 
Court of Appeal from the decision of a master on a reference 
under ord. 14, r, 7. 


In Fraser v, Fraser (No, 2) (53 W. R. 47; 1904, 2 K, B, 2485) | 
the Divisional Qourt decided that there was no appeal at all | 


from a master’s decision on such a reference. 

In Fraser vy. Fraser (No. 3) (reported elsewhere) the Court 
of Appeal has decided that a right of appeal exists from a 
master’s decision on such reference, and thet such an appeal 
lies to the Divisional Court, 


The Effect of Time in Barring 
Claims in Equity. 
IL. 


From the cases already referred to it appears that lapse of 
time is a bar to equitable claims, though the exact period which 
will have this effect is indeterminate, and the exact ground 
upon which the rule is based is not altogether clear. The safest 
way of arriving at certainty is to examine shortly what has been 
actually done by courts of equity in the various classes of cases 
which usually arise, and the reasons which have been assigned. 
We may commence with cases in which cestuis gue trust have 
come after a number of years to set aside a purchase by the 
trustee, and here it has not unnaturally been held that the 
lapse of time is evidence that the cestui gue trust has confirmed 
the purchase, or, in other words, has waived his right 
to have it set aside. In Price v. Byrn, cited in 
Campbell v. Walker (1800, 5 Ves., p. 681) Anpen, M.R, held 
that twenty years was a bar to setting such a sale aside. In 
Morse v. Royal (1806, 12 Ves. 355) the period was about the 
same, but there were strong indications of confirmation apart 
from the mere lapse of time. Five years after the sale it had 
been questioned on the ground of undervalue, and a further 
sum of money had been offered by the trustee and accepted by 
the cestui que trust. In Gregory v. Gregory (1815, Coop. 201) 
eighteen years was held by Grant, M.R., to be a waiver. 
‘Can it be said,” he observed, “that there is no distance of time 
at which circumstances origimally entitling a party to relief may 
be considered as waived or abandoned? Certainly there 
may. It is only a rule of equity that a trustee shall 
not purchase. In all the cases in which length of time 
has not been allowed to operate against the title to relief 
it has been shewn that there has been a continuance of the 
circumstances under which the transaction first took place, as of 
the distress of the parties, or of the improper influence used, or 
of some other circumstance.” The decision was affirmed by Lord 
Expoy, ©. (1821, Jac. 631). In Roberts v. Tunstall (1845, 4 Hare 
257,p. 266) Wicram, V.C., stated the principle of the decisions to 
be that the injured party has waived his right to relief, and he 
refused to set aside a sale after nearly eighteen years. He held, 
moreover, that mere poverty was no excuse for delay. “‘ It iscon- 
trary,” he said, “to all experience to suppose that because a 
party is poor he is therefore unable to obtain professional 
advice.” In Baker v. Read (1854, 18 Beay. 398) the lapse of 
seventeen years without excuse or explanation was a bar. The 
rules of the court, said Rowriry, M.R., require promptaess and 
dispatch in applying to the court for relief. 

The case of an improper sale by an executor stands upon a 
similar footing to that of a sale to himself, and can be set aside, 
though not after a great lapse of time. In Binney v. Ridgard 
(1784, 1 Cox 145) the sale was in 1752, the youngest of the 
children interested came of age in 1764, and the bill was filed in 
1782. Kxyyon, M.R., held time to be a bar, partly upom the 
ground that the many persons through whose hands the property 
had passed had relied upon the undisturbed possession, and hard 
laid out considerable sums of money in the improvement of it 
upon that idea. 

The question of the effect of delay has frequently arisen in 
cases where it has been sought to set aside a conveyance of 
property made under undue influence, and here it seems 
obvious that the conveying party is not prejudiced by the 
delay so long as the circumstances which originally invali- 
dated the conveyance continue. In Hated v. ZMeteh (1804, 
9 Ves. 292) a conveyance of an advowsoa was in 1780 made by 
a ward to her guardian with whom she was living, She 
left him upon her marriage in 1784 and a Dill to set aside the 
conveyance was filed after the death of the guartian in 1800. 





The conveyance was set aside, notwithstanding the lapse of time, 
partly on the ground that from 1780 to 1784 the original 
relationship existed, while for the rest of the time the lady was 
under coverture, and partly on the ground of the nature of the 
property. Had it been an ivcome-producing property the effect of 








time would have been ?_— ut even so, the case has been 
regarded as extreme, In Wight v. Vanderplert (1856, 8 D. M. 
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& G. 133) the court declined to set aside a gift from a daughter 
to her father after the lapse of ten years, although here again 
she was under coverture most of the time. ‘The lapse of time, 
taken with other circumstances of confirmation, shewed “ a fixed, 
deliberate, and unbiassed determination that the transaction should 
not beimpeached”: per Turner, L.J.,p. 147. In Zurner v. Collins 
(1871, 7 Ch. 329) a gift of a reversion had been made in 1855 by 
a son to his father which, it would seem, was originally voidable. 
The son, who was then of age, became fully aware of his right 
seven years later, but did not file the bill till 1869. It was held 
that this was too late. Referring to Wright v. Vanderplank, Lord 
Haruertey, C., said that, so soon as the influence has ceased, 
“the court expects to find steps immediately taken in order that 
the persons affected may know what line of conductethey are to 
adopt with regard to the transaction which is, or may be, subject 
to be impugned. 

In the case of Allcard v. Skinner (1887, 36 Ch. D. 145), where 
gifts had been made in 1874 to a sisterhood by a lady who left 
the society in 1879, the writ was issued in 1887. Here, as in 
most of the cases, the result depended largely upon acts of 
confirmation, and the majority of the Court of Appeal (Linpey, 
and Bowen, L.JJ.) held that the claim was too late. Linptey, 
L.J., observed that the action was similar to an action for money 
had and received, and he suggested that six years was a bar by 
analogy to the Statute of Limitations; but he held that there 
had been conduct amounting to confirmation of the gift. Bowgn, 
L.J., while not thinking the delay an absolute bar, held that the 
delay after 1879, when the influence had ceased, amounted to 
a confirmation of the gift, and he suggested that a donor who 
did not apply for relief promptly, but left the donee “to think 
and to act upon the belief that the gift is to lie where it has 
been laid,”” was estopped by conduct. Corron, L.J., ascribed 
less effect to the delay after 1879, and would have allowed the 
plaintiff to reclaim so much of the property as still remained in the 
hands of the head of the sisterhood. Referenceshould also be made 
to the careful examination of the question in the judgment of 
Kexewics, J., which was under appeal and was affirmed. The 
general result of the case appears to be that time is no bar to 
relief so long as the influence continues, or so long as the 
plaintiff remains innocently ignorant of his rights. But when 
the influence or the ignorance is at an end, a comparatively 
short time will be held to prove confirmation of the gift ; though 
the analogy to the six years’ bar in an action for money had and 
received seems to be fallacious. The two actions are not in pari 
materia, so that courts of equity ought to apply the statutory 
limit by way of analogy. 

In cases where a solicitor has purchased from his client, 
although the transaction may be voidable at the time, yet a 
delay of eighteen years has been held to be a bar to relief: 
Champion v. Rigby (1830, 1 R. & M. 539). Onthe other hand, 
in Gresley v. Mousley (1858, 1 Giff. 451) the same length of 
time was no bar, since knowledge of the circumstances was not 
brought home to the parties interested. Mere length of time, 
it was held by Srvarr, V.C., was not a bar to the right to sue, 
unless it were length of time accompanied with circumstances 
which led to the inference of a knowledge of the rights and 
acquiescence in the transaction. 

Where an action is brought to set aside the sale of a reversion 
on the ground of undervalue, and there are no circumstances of 
fraud or circumvention, a delay of twelve years has been held 
to be a bar ( Moth v. Atwood, 1801, 5 Ves. 845); and in Sibbering 
v. Earl of Balcarres(1850,3 DeG. & Sm. 735), Knicut-Bruceg, V.C., 
declined to extend to such a case the twenty years’ bar of the 
statute by way of analogy, and held that the lapse of sixteen years 
furnished a presumption in favour of the transaction. “It is 
the duty of the court,” he said, “to act upon that presumption | 
which a court of justice most properly entertains against stale 
demands, and which can never be more properly applied than in | 
a case like the present, when the burden of proof upon a most 
material point in controversy ’—namely, the adequacy of the sum 
psid—*‘ is thrown upon the defendant.”’ 

Peculiar to equity also is the principle that a creditor whose 
claim against an estate has become valueless by the distribution 
of the assets may follow them into the hands of the legatees 


that mere lapse of time would be a bar to such a claim, 
and held that it must prevail unless there were other 
circumstances which made it inequitable for the court to inter. 
fere. He pointed out that lapse of time which will bar an 
equitable claim must be such as has varied the rights and 
liabilities of others. In the case before him the creditors, who 
were mortgagees of the real estate, had acquiesced in the distri- 
bution of the personal estate, and had for some sixteen years 
allowed the legatee to suppose that they were contented with 
their security. At the end of this time they had lost their 
equitable right to compel him to refund. The circumstances 
were similar in Blake v. Gale (1885, 31 Ch. D. 196), where the 
interval between the death of the testator in 1859 and the 
claim to refund in 1882 exceeded twenty years, though Bacon, 
V.C., seems to have regarded the mere lapse of time as a bar to 
the claim, apart from any question of acquiescence. It was a 
stale demand which the court refused to entertain. It may be 
noticed that if a fund remains in court time does not run against 
the right of a creditor to come in and prove: Harrison v. Kirk 
(1904, A.C. 1). ; 

The result of the above examination appears to be that time 
does not in general operate in equity as a direct bar in itself, 
though it frequently has the same effect indirectly by raising a 
case of waiver or confirmation or acquiescence or estoppel. But 
the matter is not exhausted without referring also to the cases 
—such asspecific performance and rescission of contracts—in which 
it is of the essence of the plaintifi’s right to relief that he should 
come promptly, so that a very short time will exclude him ; and 
to the important distinction as to claims to executory and to 
executed interests established by Clarke v. Hart (1856, 6 
H. L. C. 633). 

(Zo be continued.) 








Reviews. 


Contracts. 


A TREATISE ON THE Law oF Contracts. By JosEPpH CHITTY, 
jun., Esq. FourTEENTH Epirion. By J. M. Lety, Esq., M.A., 
Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 


This leading text-book on the law of contracts, which has now 
reached its fourteenth edition, is almost too well known and too firmly 
established to be affected by criticism, favourable or unfavourable. 
The work is one of the few text-books which is regarded to a great 
extent as an authority in itself ; and it may be safely said that any 
statement of the law expressed in it, which has stood undisturbed 
during its seventy years of popularity, will not be lightly disregarded 
even by the most volatile and self-confident of our judges of first 
instance. Eight years have elapsed since the last edition was published, 
during which a large number of important cases have been decided. 
One of the most interesting of these recent cases is Krell v. Henry 
(1903, 2 K. B. 740), the Coronation procession case. In that case the 
Court of Appeal held that where a contract is based upon the assump- 
tion by both parties that some future event will take place, which 
event is the foundation of the contract, then, although the agreement 
is silent as to the event, if it is ascertained before the time fixed for 
the event that the event cannot happen, the parties are free from any 
obligation under the agreement. As might be expected frem the 
well-earned reputation of the editor, all these additional cases, and 
all fresh statutes, are treated with accuracy and ability. This edition 
will, we have no doubt, fully keep up the reputation of the book, 
which will probably continue to be one of the first books to which 
the lawyer turns when in difficulty as to some point in the law of 
contract. 





Summary Convictions. 


Pa.ey’s LAW AND Pracrice oF SUMMARY CONVICTIONS UNDER THE 
SUMMARY JURISDICTION ACcTs, 1848-1899 * INCLUDING PROCEED- 
INGS PRELIMINARY AND SUBSEQUENT TO CONVICTIONS, AND THE 
RESPONSIBILITY OF CONVICTING MAGISTRATES AND THEIR 
Orricers. WITH THE SUMMARY JURISDICTION RULES, 1886, AND 
Forms. EicuruH Epirion. By WatrerR H. MacNAMARA, & 
Master of the Supreme Court, and RALPH NEVILLE, Burrister-at- 
Law. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited); Stevens & Sons (Limited) ; 
Butterworth & Co. 


This book is now within a few years of being a century old. 





and call upon the legatees to refund. In Ridgway v. Newstead 
(1861, 2 D. F. & J. 474) Camrugst, L.C., declined to allow! 


During all that time it has had a deservedly bigh reputation, and 
has for many years been considered a leading authority on the many 
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difficult and extremely technical matters relating to summary con- 
victions. Just twelve years have passed since the last edition made 
its appearance ; and this edition only differs from its predecessors in 
the ge Sone of decisions given, and statutes passed, during these 
years. ose accustomed to use the book will no doubt be pleased 
that the admirable arrangement of the work bas not been in any way 
changed. There has been no legislation affecting the subject-matter 
of the book since 1899, but there have been a number of decisions 
of the High Court, and all those reported up to the autumn of last 
year seem to be duly noticed. The long-standing reputation of the 
work cannot be injured by this new edition. 





Arbitrations. 


ARBITRATIONS: A TEXT-BOOK FOR ARBITRATORS, UMPIRES, AND 
ALL CONNECTED WITH ARBITRATIONS, MORE ESPECIALLY ARCHI- 
TECTS, ENGINEERS, AND SuRVEyoRS. IN TABULATED FORM, WITH 
THE CHIEF CASES GOVERNING THE SAME, AND AN APPENDIX OF 
Forms, STATUTES, RuuEs, &c. By the late Professor BANISTER 
FLETCHER. THIRD EDITION, REVISED AND LARGELY REWRITTEN. 
By BANISTER F. FLEercHER, F.R.I.B A., F.S.I., and H. PHr.uips 
FLETCHER, F.R.I.B.A., F.S.I., Barrister-at-Law. B. T. Batsford. 


This is a useful work on the practical conduct of arbitrations. Toa 
very large extent the proceedings now depend on the Arbitration Act, 
1889, and the first chapter indicates the scope of that statute and the 
modes in which arbitration may arise. Upon the important question, 
who should be appointed as arbitrators, the authors admit the advan- 
tage in point of familiarity with the conduct of inquiries which the 
appointment of a barrister involves, but urge that: preponderance should 
be given, in matters requiring special knowledge, to experts in the 
particular subject. The subsequent admission, however, that a lay 
arbitrator is often an uncertain judge, one day willing to admit any- 
thing, and the next day, perhaps, disposed to admit only ‘strictly 
legal, almost extra-legal proof,” seems to indicate in which direction 
it isin general safer to make a choice. Throughout the book the 
authorities have been carefully collected, and arbitrators will find in 
it useful directions as to their own duties and generally as to the 
conduct of the arbitration. Each chapter has appended to it a short 
tabular statement of the practical effect of its contents, and the 
Appendices contain a variety of forms, including forms of awards, 
and also the text of the Act of 1889. 





Workmen’s Compensation Cases. 


WorKMEN'S COMPENSATION CASES: BEING REPORTS OF CASES 
DECIDED UNDER THE WORKMEN’S CoMPENSATION Acts. Vou. VI. 
Edited by R. M. Mrnton-Sennovsk, Barrister-at-Law. William 
Clowes & Sons (Limited). 

This is the sixth volume of the series of cases decided under the 
Workmen's Compensation Acts edited by Mr. Minton-Senhouse. 
The cases number forty-four, of which eleven decisions of county 
court judges. The majority are reports of Mecisions of the Court of 
Appeal from October, 1903, to August, 1904. Most of them have 
already appeared in one or more of the re; series of law reports ; 
but many practitioners will find this collection of cases, bearing on this 
subject alone, very convenient. The county court cases reported are, 
as a rule, upon some point which has not been directly dealt with by 
the Supreme Court; and though of no authority, they are likely to 
be useful when a similar point arises. 


Books Received. 

The Law of Licensing in England: Intoxicating Liquors, Theatres 
and Music Halls, including the Payment of Compensation for Liquor 
Licences, and all the Provisions of the Licensing Act, 1904, with a 
full Appendix of Statutes, Rules and Forms. Third Edition. By 
Joun Bruce WILLIAMSON, E-q., Barrister-at-Law. William Clowes 
& Sons (Limited). 

A Treatise on the Laws of the Stock Exchange. By WALTER 8. 
ScuwaBE and G. A. H. Branson, Barristers-at-Law. Stevens & Sons 
(Limited). 

Barrister-at-Law : An Essay on the Legal Position of Counsel in 
England. By James Roperr VeRNAM Marcuant, M.A., Barrister- 
at-Law. William Clowes & Sons (Limited). 

The Licensing Act, 1904, with Rules, Critically Examined and 
Explained. By CuArtes L, Rormera, B.A. (Lond.), Solicitor, and 
Secretary of the Licensing Laws Information Bureau. Jordan & 
Sons (Limited). 

A Practical Guide to the Licensing Act, 1904, and the Rules Made 
by the Home Secretary under the Act, together with the Act, Rules 
end Forms, and Parliamentary Returns. By Epwaxp W. Brat, 
MA., Clerk to the Justices of: the Tower Division of the County of 
London, &¢. Waterlow & Sons (Limited). 


Points to be Noted. 


Company Law. 


Debentures—Joint Issue by Several Companies— Ultra Vires.— 
The practice of issuing debentures by two or more companies to 
secure a loan to them jointly, is, we understand, not uncommon. No 
doubt it is a dangerous practice, but obviously not so hopelessly 
illegal as the Jate Mr. Justice Byrne seems to have thought it. Three 
companies, closely allied in business, and governed by the same 
persons as directors, each having power to borrow on security 
of mortgage debentures, borrowed £25,000 on debentures 
charging the undertakings and assets of all three companies, and 
jointly and severally covenanted to repay the borrowed moneys. 
Part of the borrowed moneys reached the coffers of each company. 
Byrne, J., held that the whole transaction was ultra vires, and that 
all the debenture-holders were . The Court of Appeal 
assumed, if it did not decide, that the particular transaction was 
ultrd wires so far as it purported to be a charge by any 
of the companies on its assets to secure money lent to 
either of the other companies ; but held that the money which 
came into the coff-rs of any of the companies was charged on that 
particular company’s assets. Another point decided by the Court of 
Appeal is likely to crop up again. In thecase of oneof the companies, the 
directors, by the articles of association, were empowered to borrow 
any sum not exceeding the amount of the preference share capital. 
No preference shares were issued, but it was held that the clause did 
not limit the awount which could be borrowed.—RE JOHNSTON 
ForEIGN PATENTs Co. (1904 2 Ch. 234) (C.A., June 21, 1904). 


Debentures— Ultra Vires—One Person Director of Borrowing 
and Lending Company.—lIt is surprising that any one should have 
doubted the soundness of the proposition that the application of 
moneys, borrowed to an extent not exceeding the limit imposed by a 
company’s borrowing powers, for purposes not authorized by its 
memorandum of association, does not make the transaction invalid or 
nullify the lender’s security if he had no knowledge that the 
money was to be improperly applied. The Court of Appeal 
has now said that if Davis’s case (L. R. 12 Eq. 516) really 
lays down that under such circumstances the security is a nullity, that 
case must be overruled. In the case before the Court of Ap one 
company had lent to another company, and a director of the lending 
company, who was also interested in the borrowing company, 
knowing that the latter intended to borrow money and apply it to 
purposes outside the scope of its business, induced his own company to 
lend the money. His co-directors did not know how the money was 
to be applied by the borrowing company. The Court of Appeal held 
that the director’s knowledge could not be imputed to his company. 
—REeE Davip Payne & Co. (1904, 2 Ch. 608) (C.A., June 18, 1904). 


[This decision is more fully discussed elsewhere. } 


Cases of the Week. 


Court of Appeal. 
FRASER v. FRASER. No.2. 12th and 13th Jan. 


Pracrics—Action Rererrep TO Mastrer—Rient er ArrEaL FROM Master 
—Orp. 14, nr. 7. 


Appeal from a judgment of the Divisional Court (reported 53 W. R. 
47 ; 1904, 2 K. B. 245), deciding that where an action has by consent been 
wyoey a ae for decision, there 
An ap) from master’s judgment 
had been brought, in the first instance, direct to the Court of Appeal 
(reported 52 W. R. 147; 1904, 1 K. B. 56), but Collins, M.R., and Mathew 
and Cozens-Hardy, L.JJ., then held that there was no appeal to that 
court, leaving open, however, the question whether there was any appeal 
to a Divisional Court. The ap from the master was then taken to the 
Divisional Court, which gave the judgment now appealed from. Ord. 14 
r. 7, is as follows: ‘‘ Upon the hearing of the application, with the consent 
of the ties, an order may be made referring the action to a master, or 
the action may be finally disposed of without appeal in a summary 
manner.”’ 

Tux Covrr (Vavenan Witiiass, Romer, and Srratexe, L.JJ.) allowed 
the appeal. 

Vaveanan Witiiuams, L.J.—The question depends on the construction 
of ord. 14, r. 7, and particularly on the words “ the action toa 
master.’’ The Divisiopal Court have held that these words mean “ 
the action to a master as arbitrator,”’ and that therefore there is no appeal. 
I agree that primd facie the have that meaning, though it is to bs 
observed that the appeal here is from a judgment, but I am not sure I 
quite understand the reasoning upon which the conclusion is based that, 
therefore, there is no appeal. It seems to me that, ha 
terms of sections 14 and 15 of the Arbitration Act, 1889, 
cases of references under an order of court made by consent which fall 
within the operation of eection 15, and in which, 











according to view, 
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of the Divisional Court must mean that the order of reference made under 
rule 7 of order 14 is an order of reference made by consent by a judge’s 
order, in the sense in which such orders were made independently of the 
Common Law Procedure Acts and the Judicature Act. It is common 
knowledge that quite independently of any such Act orders of reference 
by consent were made by order of Nisi Prius, or by rule of court, or by 
judge’s order, but that such orders could only be made where an action 
was pending, and could only be made by consent. Such orders were in 
fact submissions to arbitration embodied by consent in orders of the court. 
The Divisional Court have, I understand, based their decision upon the 
ground that, according to the true construction of rule 7 of order 14, the 
reference to arbitration referred to in that rule is a reference of this 
character. I hesitate to come to this conclusion. It is plain that not 
every reference consequent upon an order made by consent is a reference 
of this character—is a common law reference by consent by virtue of a 
submission embodied in an order—for it is plain that section 14 (a) of the 
Arbitration Act, 1889, covers orders of reference made by consent, and it is 
also plain from the latter part of that section that it covers orders, by 
consent, of reference to an official referee or officer of the court, and 
*‘ officer ’’ includes, in my opinion, a master of the court. Moreover, the 
case of Gower v. Tobitt (39 W. R. 193), a decision of the Court of Appeal, 
shews that the decision of an official referee, and, I think, of a master of 
the court, on a reference under an order made pursuant to section 14 of 
the Arbitration Act, 1889, may be reviewed by a motion for a new trial 
made to a Divisional Court, and in my opinion this decision of the Court 
of Appeal covers equally the case of a decision under a reference of an 
action to a master, and the decision in Wynne-Finch v. Chaytor (52 W.R. 
24; 1903, 2 Ch. 475) seems to me toinvolve the same conclusion. Now if 
the view which I have expressed is right, why should the court construe 
the words of rule 7 of order 14 as if the reference therein referred to was a 
reference to a common law arbitrator embodied in an order made under 
the general power of the court, embodying a submission to arbitiation, 
rather than construe it as authorizing an order referring the 
whole cause to be tried by an officer of the court? Why, 
in other words, should we treat the rule as authorizing an 
order embodying a submission rather than as an order providing a 
mode of trial? If we treat rule7 as authorizing a mode of trial, then it is 
plain that rules 6 and 6a of order 40 apply, and that a motion to set aside 
the judgment will lie. This is the conclusion at which I have arrived, and, 
with unfeigned deference to the opinions of the judges of the King’s 
Bench Division, I think I ought to give effect to my opinion and hold that 
the decision of the Divisional Court was wrong. I may add that I think 
the omission of the words ‘‘ without appeal ’’ in the first limb of the rule 
goes to confirm my view. 

Romer and Siete, L.JJ., concurred.—Covnse., Hume Williams, K.C., 
and McCarthy ; W. Frampton; Trevor Lloyd. Souicrtors, Neville Fisher § 
Co. ; R. Barnes ; Gerald § Arthur Marshall. 


[Reported by R. Hitt, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 





High Court of Justice—King’s Bench Division. 
BIGLIN (Respondent) ». CLARK (Appellant). Div. Court. 11th Jan. 
ARBITRATION—ARBITRATORS AS ADVOCATES—ARBITRATION ACT. 

This was a motion to set aside the award of an umpire under a sub- 
mission to arbitration, on the grounds that the arbitrator nominated by the 
respondent misconducted himself by acting as advocate for his nominator, 
and further that the umpire delivered his award prior to the date limited 
under the terms of the submission, without a written notice from the arbi- 
trators. The case is reported on the question of the advocacy of arbitrators 
and of rule d of the first schedule of the Arbitration Act, 1889. The facts 
briefly were as follows: By the terms of the submission it was agreed 
between the parties that each should appoint his own arbitrator, who in the 
event of disagreement should appoint an umpire. The award should be 
given not later than the Ist of July, 1904, whether by the two arbitrators 
or the umpire. It was admitted that an umpire was appointed on the 15th 
of April, that at meetings of the arbitrators and the umpire on the 22nd 
and 29th of April the arbitrators advanced the interests of their respective 
parties, that on the 2nd of June the arbitrators requested the umpire verb- 
ally to make his award, as they themselves would be unable to agree, which 
award was duly delivered on the 10th of June. Counsel for the appellant 
Clark contended that arbitrators are essentially judges and cannot act as 
advocates ; this had been decided by a long list of cases, of which Maule v. 
Maule (4 Dow’s H.L. 363; vol. 3 Eng. Reps., p. 1194) was an example. 


Moreover, this award was delivered before the expiry of the | 


time limit under the submission, against rule d of the first schedule 
of the Arbitration Act, 1899, as the formal written notice required by the 
Act was not given. Counsel for the respondent urged that the cases 
referred to only applied where the arbitrators joined in the award itself, 
which was not so here. The award was the award of the umpire. The 
Act only says that the umpire may proceed, it does not say he shall not 
proceed without the written notice, if the arbitrators have requested him 
to do so. Moreover, under the terms of that particular agreement the rule 
did not apply, for the parties have contemplated two tribunals—one the 
two arbitrators, the other the umpire. One or the other must deliver an 
award before the let of July, hence it has been expressly contemplated 
that the umpire should deliver his award if the arbitrators did not. 

Lord Atvrustoxy, C.J., in the course of his judgment, said: If people 
are acting as arbitrators and effect has been given to their proceedings as 
arbitrators, I do not think we can be too strict in seeing that they do com- 

themselves as arbitrators. But when persons have known what has 
ging on and have not protested, cither by themselves or their repre- 


sentatives, against making an award, I think we ought to be slow to set it 
aside unless we think that what has happened is contrary to law. If it had 
appeared in this case that the umpire had put before him as evidence state- 
ments of fact which came only froma partial arbitrator, I think thee would 
have been reason to set aside the award, but the motion is not framed on that 
ground. The position we have is this, that from the 29th of April the 
parties saw they were not likely to agree. The evidence was taken before 
the three judges, and two of the gentlemen were urging the views of the 
persons who had nominated them. It was evident that the umpire would 
have to make the award. On the face of the agreement itself there is a 
deal of evidence to shew that these arbitrators were appointed as 
representing their parties. When we consider the conduct of the arbitrator 
of the appellant, that he knew the umpire was going to give his decision, | 
do not think it is a case in which we ought to interfere after he bas stood 
by and allowed the umpire to deliver his award. Counsel has raised the 
point that under rule d of the first schedule to the Arbitration Act, 1889, 
the umpire had no authority to act without a written notice from the 
arbitrators to the effect that they could not agree. I give no opinion 
whether in a case where the schedule applied it would be necessary to have 
a formal written notice. But in this case the agreement contemplates the 
award of the arbitrators or the umpire being made by the Ist of July, or 
in other words it contemplates two sets of judges. It follows from that 
that at some time or other the agreement contemplates that the umpire will 
have to act before the lst of July if it becomes evident that the arbitrators 
cannot agree. This motion must be dismissed with costs. 
Kennepy and Ripvuey, JJ., concurred.—Counse., Shearman, K.C., and 
Schwabe ; Scott Fox, K.C., and Frank Mellor. 
{Reported by Maurice N. Drvcauer, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 


VILLIERS (Respondent) ». SKELTON AND OTHERS (Appellants). 
Div. Court. 13th Jan. 


Distress—Parot Evipence—REctTiFIcATION—PROCEDURE. 


This was an appeal against the verdict of a jury in an action for illegal 
and excessive distress, on the grounds of want of evidence and wrongtul 
admission of parol evidence for the purpose of construing a written 
agreement. By an agreement dated the 25th of July, 1903, the appellants, 
mortgagees in possession, let certain premises on a yearly tenancy 
to the respondent. The rent reserved in the reddendum clause was 
£36 10s., payable quarterly, but the power to re-enter was to arise 
upon the non-payment of the quarter’s rent—£6 12s. 6d. The appellant 
distrained for rent on the basis of £36 10s. per annum or £)) 2s 6d. 
per quarter, which was paid under protest, and the respondent subse- 
quently brought an action for excessive and illegal distress. At the 
trial the county court judge admitted parol evidence to explain the 
discrepancy between the rent reserved, £36 10s., and the amount 
referred to in the re-entry clause, £26 10s., and the jury, having found 
that the rent reserved should have been £26 10s., awarded the sum of £20 
to the plaintiff, the respondent in the present appeal. 

Tur Court (Lord Atverstone, C.J., and Kennepy and Riptey, JJ.) 
allowed the appeal. 

Lord Atvrrstong, C.J., in his judgment said: This judgment cannot 
be supported as it stands. The moment the case was opened Mr. Clay 
submitted that the construction of the agreement was entirely for the 
judge and upon the agreement as unrectified the distress was lawful. No 
application was made by way of amendment to rectify ; the case proceeded 
on the basis of the agreement as it stood, and for some reason which I am 
unable to understand, evidence was admitted of a conversation contra- 
dicting the written document, and of the rateable value of the house— 
nothing to do with the rent, and just the topics which ought not to be 
introduced before a jury ; in addition, evidence was admitted of the rental 
of the adjoining houses. Unless formal application was made to rectify 
we cannot treat this as a case in which the verdict of the jury can be allowed 
to stand. It seems to me the evidence was inadmissible. Here is an 
agreement which in terms recites a rental of £36 10s. written in letters. 
There is a clause for re-entry, but upon the non-payment of £6 12s. 6d. 
per quarter, which was not a quarter of the rent reserved. As far as 
documents go we have no evidence that the rent was not £36 10s. Itseems 
| to me are-entry clause if inconsistent does not in any way affect the 
| clause setting out the rent reserved in respect of which the distress was 
levied. The defendants did not rely 7 the power to re-enter, but upon 
| the acknowledged right of distress. think the evidence was inadmis- 
| sible. There was no evidence to shew the distress was illegal, and there 
| must be a judgment for the defendants with costs. 

Kennevy and Ripiey, JJ., concurred.—CovunseL, Ashton ; Grantham. 
| Soricrrors, Huntly § Co. 
[Reported by Mavzice N. Drucquen, Eeq., Barrister-at-Law. | 








| . 
| Bankruptcy Cases, 
le FITZGEORGE. Ex parte ROBSON. Bigham, J. 16th Jan. 


| Bankunurtcy—Pxroor on GuARANTER—Discnarce or Princivat Dewror ny 
Orgration oy Law—Continvuine Lianisitry of GUARANTOR, 


Appeal by a creditor from the rejection of his proof by the trustee in the 
bankruptcy. The appellant was the holder of a debenture in a limited 
company securing £3,000 at 8 per cent. The debenture was issued in 
| 1892, and at the time of its issue the bankrupt guaranteed the regular 
| payment of the interest until the repayment of the principal sum by the 
|company. In 1894 the company went into liquidation, and on the 25th of 
_ October, 1495, it was dissolved, and thenceforward ceased to exist. Upon 

the guarantor subsequently becoming bankrupt, the appellant claimed to 
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have his proof admitted for the capitalized amount of the interest due 
under the guarantee. The trustee rejected the proof, and the —— 
now contended that such rejection was wrong, upon the ground that, the 
debt having been extinguished by operation of law, and not by any act of 
the creditor, the bankrupt’s estate still remained liable under the 
guarantee : see Re London Chartered Bank of Australa (42 W. R. 14; 1893, 3 
Ch. 540). 

Bieuam, J., allowed the appeal, holding that the debt, having been 
extinguished by operation of law, and not by any act of the creditor, the 
liability upon the guarantee remained untouched. The obligation under 
the guarantee was that regular payment of interest should go on until the 
principal sum was paid by the company. That sum had not been paid, 
and, under the circumstances, never would be paid, therefore the obliga- 
tion under the guarantee remained in full force. The proof was therefore 
admitted at asum agreed between the parties.—CounseL, A. H. Carrington ; 
Hansell. Souicrrors, Paice § Cross ; Tarry, Sherlock, § King. 

[Reported by P. M. Francke, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


Re EASTGATE. Ex parte THE TRUSTEE v. BOWLING. Bigham, J. 
17th Jan. 


Banxrurtcy—Proverty or Banxrurr-Goopvs OxstTarinep oN CrEDIT— 
Crepir OsrarneD 1Y Fravp—Trrte or Trusree—Banxrvrtcy Act, 1883 
(46 & 47 Vicr. c. 52), ss. 43, 44. 

Motion by the trustee for declaration of his title to certain goods, and 
delivery to him of such goods or payment of their value. In February, 
1904, the bankrupt, with the aid of false references, took a good house at 
Sutton, Surrey, and proceeded to order goods from the neighbouring 
tradesmen. ‘he goods in question in this case were orderea from the 
respondent Bowling between the 9th of March and the 15th of April, and 
supplied on credit in the ordinary way. On the 20th of April Bowling 
took out a county court summons for their price. The bankrupt’s landlord 
threatened to put in a distress for his rent about the same date, and on the 
22nd of april it was discovered that the bankrupt had locked up his house and 
absconded to avoid his creditors, thus committing an act of bankruptcy on 
thatdate. On the 27th of Aprila number of his creditors, Bowling being one 
of them, got admission to the house and re-took the goods which they had 
supplied on credit, A receiving order was made against Eastgate on the 
20th of May, and he was adjudicated bankrupt. He was subsequently 
convicted of obtaining credit by false pretences and fraud from creditors 
other than Bowling. The trustee now claimed the goods retaken by 
Bowling on the ground that they formed part of the property of the 
pera upon the date of the commencement of the bankruptcy (the 22nd 
of April). 

a, J., held that the goods is question did not form part of the 
bankrupt’s estate. They had been obtained by him on credit by falsely 
pretending that he intended to pay for them, when in reality he had no 
such intention. When the vendor found this out he was entitled to treat 
the contract of sale as obtained by fraud and to disaffirm it and take back 
his goods. ‘The trustee’s motion was dismissed.—CovnseL, Clayton ; 8. G. 
Lushington. Soxicrrors, Parker, Garrett, § Holman; Spence, Gibson, § Co., 
for Rose, Sutton. 

[Reported by P. M. France, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 








New Orders, &c. 


County Courts Act, 1888. 
Notice. 
County Court Registry, Birmingham. 
Pursuant to the Rules Publication Act, 1893, notice is hereby given that 
a draft Order has been prepared under the 45th section of the County 


Courts Act, 1888, excluding Mr. Arthur L. Lowe, one of the Registrars of 
the County Court at Birmingham, from private practice. 


Supreme Courts Funds Rules. 


Notice is,hereby given, pursuant to the Rules Publication Act, 1893, that 
draft amendments of the Supreme Court Funds Rules, 1894, have been 
prepared. 

Copies may be obtained on application at the Supreme Court Pay Oftice, 
Royal Courts of Justice. 

(The draft amendments were not obtainable up to Thursday last. ] 








Law Societies. 


United Law Society. 


Jan, 16.—Mr. J. Wylie in the chair.—Mr. Hardinge Dalston moved : 
“That this House is of opinion that the case of Manners v. St. David's 
Gold and Copper Mines (Limited) (1904, Dec. Law Rep. and 73 L. J. Ch, 764) 
was wrongly decided.’’ Mr, Neville Tebbutt, LL.B., opposed. ‘The 
speakers were : Messrs. I’. O, Clutton, 'T. Ottaway, and H. J. ecte. The 
motion was lost. 








‘Tuesday, the 24th, and Thursday, the 26th inst., have been fixed for the 
next sittings of the Railway and Canal Commission Court. 





Law Students’ Journal. | 


Law Srvupents’ Denatinc Socrery.—Jan. 17.—Chairman, Mr. P. B. 
Henderson.—The subject for debate was ‘‘That the case of Harman v. 
Ainslie (1904, 1 K. B. 698) was wrongly decided.”” Mr. F. B. Aglionby 
opened in the affirmative, Mr. J. Scott ers seconded in the affirmative ; 
Mr. E. B. Ames opened in the negative, Mr. A. F. Clarke seconded in the 
negative. The following members also spoke: Messrs. Smith, A. C. 
Dowding, H. M. Myers, Mitchell, D’Egville, W. Hooper, and Spanton. 
The mover having replied, the motion was lost. 








Companies. 


National Discount Co. (Limited). 


The ordinary half-yearly general meeting of the National Discount Co. 
(Limited) was held at Cannon-street Hotel lon Wednesday, Mr. Edmund 
Theodore Doxat, the chairman, presiding. 

The Cuarrman: Gentlemen, I suppose the report and accounts will be 
taken by you as ready The past half-year has not been marked by any 
violent fluctuations in the money market, the bank rate of discount remaining 
during the whole period at 3 per cent., but, at the same time, apprehensions 
as to complications arising from the war between Russia and Ja 
rendered forecasts as to the market tendency somewhat difficult. e 
average rate of discount for the half-year in the open market was 
£2 14s. 1d., and for day to day money £2 4s. 1d., leaving a margin of 10s. 
per cent. ‘The Board of Trade returns shew a very satisfactory increase in 
the general business of the country, though the increased figures are 
largely due to the higher range of values now current. There has been a 
reduction in the amount of bills held on foreign account, which diminishes 
the fear of any sudden withdrawal of specie, whilst the Transvaal gold 
output is steadily increasing, and in 1904 was valued at £16,054,809, or 
just about the amount produced before the Boer War, after having shrunk 
in 1900 to £1,457,684, and in 1901 to £1,004,687. Turning now to our own 
accounts, capital and reserve remain un , but the shew that 
there has been, as compared with the previous half-year, an increase in 
deposits and loans of £1,110,899 0s. 3d., bills re-discounted shewing hardly 
any ch - On’ the credit side, investments shew an increase of 
£314,857 5s. 8d., and with reference to these I may say that, owing to the 
re-investment of amounts falling due on favourable terms and to judicious 
purchases, we shall be able to shew an in percentage rate of interest 
thereon. shew an increase of £518,332 16s. 3d., and bills discounted 
£251,817 8s. 9d. Turning to profit and loss account, current expenses 
have slightly decreased, rebate shews an increase of £2,975 16s. 4d., and 
our gross profits of £102,446 4s. 1d., will, after allowing for this rebate and 
current expenses, enable us to pay a six months’ dividend at the rate of 10 
per cent. per annum, and carry forward £11,148 14s.7d.to next account. 
If you compare the present accounts with those ending on the 3lst of 
December, 1903, you will find that the favourable result is still more 
marked, as our gross profit then was only £95,879 12s. 5d. and the rebate 
£38,833 17s. ld. You will see, therefore, that although we should have 
liked to put a better result before you, still the result is satisfactory, shewing 
as it does an increased volume of business and a steady though moderate 
improvement in the results obtained. I will now move that the report 
and accounts be received and adopted. 

Mr. J. F. Ocrrvy: I have much much pleasure in seconding that. 

Mr. Mittan Witxkrxson: I cannot help endorsing the words of the chair- 
man. This is naturally due to the indefatigable energy and untiring 
assiduity of the chairman and board of directors, and of every member of 
the staff, and as long as we have such a chairman and board of directors, I 
am sure they will leave no stone unturned to keep this great institution 
in the front rank of the commercial world. 

The resolution was then put to the meeting and carried unanimously. 

The Cuarmman: I now beg to pro : “That a dividend be declared on 
the paid-up capital of £846,665 at the rate of 10 per cent. per annum, free 
of income tax, payable on and after the 20th inst., and that the balance of 
£11,148 14s. 7d. be carried forward to the next account.” 

Mr. S. F. Menpi: I have much pleasure in seconding that. 

The resolution was carried unanimously. 

Mr. F. Leverton Hannis, M.P.: I beg to move the third resolution : 
‘*That Mr. Edmund Theodore Doxat, Mr. Sigismund Ferdinand Mendl, 
and Mr. John Francis Ogilvy, who retire by rotation on this occasion, be 
re-elected directors of the com .”’ I believe it is usual to put the 
retiring directors’ names ther, but I may state, on behalf of the board, 
that if any shareholder wishes them to be put separately it shall be done 

Mr, F. W. Green: I have much pleasure in seconding the resolution. 

The motion was put and carried unanimously. 

The Carman: Gentlemen, I am much obliged, both on my own 
account and that of my co-directors, for the agg od co have done us in 
re-electing us as directors for the ensuing year. I need hardly say that we 
will do our very best to make the half-year a success. 

Mr, Mitiar Wi.xrnson: Ihave much pleasure in proposing : “* That Mr. 
Joseph Gurney Fowler and Mr. Francis William Pixley be re-elected 
auditors of this company forthe ensuing year, and that their remuneration 
be £150 a year each.”’ 

Mr. Grorcr Lyppon : I beg to second that. 

The resolution was put and carried, 

Mr, Hxnxperson Surru: I have now the pleasure te move that the 
heartiest thanks of the meeting be given to the chairman for his conduct in 
the chair, and to the directors for their satisfactory balance-sheet. 
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Mr. Mittax Wirxrsson : I should like to second that. 

The motion was then put and carried by acclamation. 

The Cuarrman: Gentlemen; we are all very much obliged to you for 
this vote of thanks and we shall do our best, as I said before, to deserve it 
in the future, as I believe we have in the past. I should like to move a 
vote of thanks to the manager, sub-manager, secretary, and the rest of 
our staff. Directors may do something, but a great deal depends upon 
the staff, and our friend Mr. Wade, I think, has won the appreciation of 
the discount people, and has done exceedingly well for us. 

Mr. W. E. Hotprnc: I have very much pleasure in seconding that 
resolution. 

The motion was then put and very cordially received. 

Mr. Puiu H. Wave (manager): Gentlemen, on behalf of the staff it 
—— me very great pleasure to acknowledge your very kind vote of 


The proceedings then terminated. 








Legal News. 


Appointments. 


The Hon. Joun Dr Grey, barrister-at-law, has been appointed one of 
the Magistrates of the Police-courts of the Metropolis in the place of Mr. 
James Sheil, resigned. 


Mr. Hammonp-Cuamuers, K.C., has been elected a Bencher of the 
Honourable Society of Lincoln’s-inn in succession to the late Lord 
Hobhouse. 


Changes in Partnerships. 


We are requested to state that Messrs. Whitehouse & Co. will continue 
to practise at Jewry House, Old Jewry, and will discharge all liabilities of 
the late firm of Whitehouse, Rivers, & Co. 


Dissolutions. 


James Smita Kixepon and Harotp Corton, solicitors (Coode, Kingdon, 
& Cotton), 34, Bedford-row, London. Aug. 31. The said Harold Cotton 
will in future carry on the said business under the same style or firm on 
his own account, or as he may think fit. [ Gazette, Jan. 13. 





General. 


Sir Francis Jeune is still indisposed, and Mr. Justice Bigham is to sit in 
the Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty Division in his place until further 
notice. 


It is announced that Mr. Pickford, K.C., has been retained (with Mr. 
Acland, K.C., and Mr. Howard Smith) to represent the Government as 
counsel before the Paris Commission. 


Owing to the vague ideas of a section of the population on the rights of 

property, one cannot, says the Globe, be too careful in letting estates in 

d. The other day a landlord had specially to insert in an agreement 

a clause, ‘‘ No one to be allowed to poach on the estate except by a written 
permission.” 


We understand, says the Pall Mall Gazette, that the whole question of 
the treatment of prisoners under remand, which was made the subject of 
some strong remarks recently by Mr. Justice Jelf, is receiving the careful 
attention of the Prison Commissioners, and that an authoritative 
pronouncement upon the subject may be anticipated shortly. 


The Quain Professor of Comparative Law at University College, London, 
Sir John Macdonell, will continue this term his course of lectures on 
“‘ The Rights and Duties of Neutrals.’’ The first lecture will be on the 
31st of January at 5. The course will be followed by a course of lectures 
on ‘‘ Modern Criminal Law.’’ The lectures are open to the public without 
payment or ticket. 


In the course of an application before Mr. Justice Bigham, says the 
Daily Telegraph, counsel mentioned the name of a bank, whereupon his 
lordship remarked, ‘* That is, I believe, a money-lending bank? ’’ Couusel : 
Yes, your lordship knows it very well. Mr. Justice Bigham: So far as I 
know, I have never been inside the place. Counsel (apologetically) : I 
ineant your lordship knew the concern judicially. 


Dr. Krause, whose name, says the Daily Graphic, was struck off the list 
of members of the Middle Temple when he was convicted at the Central 
Criminal Court before the Lord Chief Justice on the 18th of January, 1902, 
of an attempt to incite Cornelius Brocksma to kill Mr. John Douglas 
Forster, at the time of the South African War, has petitioned the 
benchers to be reinstated as a member of the inn. It is understood that 
the matter is under the consideration of the benchers. 


We are informed by Messrs. Jordan & Sons (Limited), of 120, Chancery- 
lane, London, that they are about to issue the twenty-sixth edition of 
their Handy Book on the Formation, Management, and Winding-up of 
Joint Stock Companies, by Mr. F. Gore-Browne, K.C., and Mr. William 
Jordan. The section of the work on the Winding-up of Companies is 
stated to have been entirely rewritten and considerably amplified, so as to 


A ball will be given by the Inns of Court Rifle Volunteers in the hall 
of the Inner Temple (by permission of the treasurer and the benchers) 
on Friday, the 10th of February, at 9.30. Lff’s band has been engaged for 
the occasion. The numbers are limited to 600, and applications will 
be dealt with, as far as possible, in the order in which they are received, 
Tickets should be applied for at the Orderly Room, Stone-buildings, by 
past, present, and honorary members of the corps tor themselves and their 
guests on or before the 2nd of February. 


Mr. Justice A. T, Lawrence was entertained at a congratulatory dinner 
at the Café Royal last week by the members of the Oxford Circuit in 
celebration of his recent elevation to the bench. Mr. H. D. Greene, 
K.C., M.P., the leader of the circuit, presided, and a considerable number 
of both past and present members of the circuit assembled, amongst 
whom were Mr. Lyttelton, K.C., M.P., Mr. Justice Darling, Mr. Justice 
Jelf, the Common Serjeant (Mr. Bosanquet, K.C.), Judge James, Sir F, 
Godson, M.P., and Sir Robert Mowbray, M.P. 


The following are the circuits chosen by the judges for the Summer 
Assizes: Midland Circuit, Mr. Justice Wills and Mr. Justice Lawrance ; 
Oxford Circuit, Mr. Justice Darling and Mr. Justice A. T. Lawrence; 
North-Eastern Circuit, Mr. Justice Grantham and Mr. Justice Jelf; 
Northern Circuit, Mr. Justice Kennedy and Mr. Justice Walton ; Western 
Circuit, Mr. Justice Ridley and Mr. Justice Bigham ; North Wales Circuit, 
Mr. Justice Phillimore; South Wales Circuit, Mr. Justice Channell ; 
South-Eastern Circuit, Mr. Justice Bucknill and Mr. Justice Bray. 


A meeting of the Royal Courts of Justice Temperance Society, of which 
Lord Alverstone is president, was held on Tuesday, at the Old Hall, 
Lincoln’s-inn, when a lecture on ‘‘ The Social and Moral Aspect of the 
Temperance Question ’’ was delivered by Mr. Robinson Souttar. Judge 
Tindal Atkinson, who presided, gave a cordial welcome to the members, 
who include members of the bar, solicitors, officials in legal departments 
of the Civil Service, and law clerks. He said that the hall of Lincoln’s-inn, 
which had been kindly placed at their disposal by the benchers, could 
hardly be devoted to a better purpose than that of the amelioration of their 
fellow-men who had become the victims of the worst habits that could be- 
fall mankind. 


Lord Halsbury, says the Globe, once described criticism as the salt of 
judicial existence. A correspondent of the Times, taking the Lord Chan- 
cellor at his word, has made some forcible comments on the increasing 
tendency of the King’s Bench judges to regard Saturday as a dics non in the 
courts. He points out that the Lord Chief Justice did not sit one Saturday 
during last sittings, and that seldom more than two or three common law 
judges resisted the temptation of beginning their ‘‘ week end’’ on Friday. 
As ‘* An Anxious Taxpayer ”’ points out, there would be fewer arrears in 
the division if all the King’s Bench judges sat on Saturday when in town. 
It may safely be estimated that a hundred more of non-jury actions would 
be tried in the course of a year. 


The following letterhead, minus the name of the lawyer and of his town, 
is, says the American Case and Comment, sent us from Iowa: 
** Love not sleep, lest thou come to poverty.’’— Judge Solomon. 


— ———-, Lawyer. 
Office Over First National Bank. 

Am the r-d-headed, smooth-faced, freckle-wounded Legal Napoleon of 
the Siope, and always in the stirrups. Practice in every court on earth 
except that of Judge Lynch. Quick as a hippopotamus and gentle as a 
sunstroke. Refer to my friends and likewise to my enemies. 

‘* Fees are the Sinews of War.” 
, lowa. 


Delay is, says the Globe, still the portion of the litigant who indulges 
in the luxury of an appeal to the House of Lords. Thirty-six appeals are 
entered for hearing during the ensuing sitting of the law lords, twelve of 
which have lingered in the list over seven months. From the English 
courts there are twenty-five appeals, including Yorkshire Miners’ Association 
v. Howden, South Wales Miners’ Federation v. Glamorgan Coal Co., Duke of 
Northumberland vy. Attorney-General, and Ogdens (Limited) v. Telford, 
Confidence in the House of Lords does not appear to have diminished north 
of the Tweed since the Free Church case was decided. As many as twelve 
appeals from Scotland are entered. Litigants in Ireland would seem to be 
far less enterprising than in other portions of the Kingdom ; not a single 
Irish case appears in the list. 


In Lord Llandaff, who has, says the St. James’s Gazette, just entered upon 
his eightieth year, the present generation is liable to lose sight of the 
identity of a man who twenty years ago was one of the most brilliant 
practising barristers of the day—Mr. Henry Matthews, Home Secretary 
from 1886 to 1892, a period which embraced two memorable events, his 
part in which earned for him no small amount of criticism—the Maybrick 
case and the Trafalgar-square riots. Born in Ceylon, where his father was 
a judge, Henry Matthews joined the Oxford Circuit nearly fifty-three years 
ago, and had hard work at first to make a living. When his chance came, 
however, he made such an impression that he never cked briefs thereafter. 
One of his most famous cases was the Prince Borghese marriage mystery, 
another was the claim to the Slade estates, and a third was the great action 
brought by Mrs. Lyons against Home, the spirit medium. 














Fixep Ixcomes.—Houses and Residential Flats can now be Furnished 
on a new System of Deferred Payments especially adapted for those with 
fixed incomes who do not wish to disturb investments. Selection from the 
largest stock in the World. Everything legibly marked in plain figures. 





include the requirements of the new Winding-up Rules. 





Maple & Co. (Limited), ‘Tottenham Court-road, London, W.—{Apvr. | 
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Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rora of ReGIsTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Date. Emercency APPEAL Geese Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
i Rota. No. Kexkewica. Farwe.t. 
Monday, Jan. eae eas Church te B took Mr. Beal Mr. W. Leach 
Tuesda: . Greswell a. Carrington Theed 
‘'armer re Carrington Theed 
Theed R. Leach Beal W. Leach 
W. Leach Godfrey Carrington Theed 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Bucktey. Joycr. Swinrey Eapy Warrineton. 
23 Mr. Farmer Mr. Pemberton Mr. yar a Mr. a 
King Jackson Chare e 
Farmer Pemberton Greewell Godfrey 
King Jackson Church “R. Leach 
Farmer Pemberton Greswell Jackson 
ing Jackson Church Pemberton 











Holders of the £1,000,000 New South Wales Government 4 per cent. 
Treasury Bills maturing the Ist of March, 1905, and holders of the 
£901,500 New South Wales Government 4 per cent. Bonds, maturing the 
Ist of July, 1905, are reminded that the list of applications for exchange 
into New South Wales Government 4 per cent. 10 years’ Debentures will 
be closed on Monday next, the 23rd of January. 








Death. 


Low.—On the 18th inst., at his residence, 3, Eliot park, Blackheath, 8.E., Ed 
Solicitor, of 12, Bread-street, Cheapside, E.C ,in his 81s¢ year. a 








The Property Mart. 


Result of Sale. 
Reversions AnD SHARES. 
Messra. H. E. Foster & Cranrrecp held ig usual Fortnightly Sale (No. 779) of the 
above Interests at the Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., on Thursday last, when the majority 
ot the Lots offered were Sold, the total realized being £6,065. 


REVERSIONS : — 
Absolute to One-eighth of £8,442 ... am ive ans > « Bold 500 
Absolute to £3 000; life 81 ... + ove ove eo. coe = gp, 88S 
Absolute to £2.500; lives 74 and 69" “a wre » 3,400 
Contingent to One-eleventh of £8,706; lives 67 and 67 be pen ae 300 
Absolute to One-sixth of £5,100 ; lives 62 and 58 on we oun ” 280 

REVERSIONARY LIFE INTEREST in £300 per annum o i 150 

LETTERS PATENT, relating to Lock-nuts, Hwok or Attachment 

Device, and Pneumatic Tyres. ze 350 

SHARES in Spalding & Hodge (Limited), Ten £100 Seg per cent. 

Cumulative Preference shares < 850 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette.—Faivay, Jan. 13. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limirep 1n CHANCERY. 
Art Sprcrauities Pusiisnixe Co, Luatep—Petn for “vinding up, presented Jan 5, 
directed to be heard before the Court at Quay st, Manchester, Jan 20,at 10. Holker & Co, 


Manchester, for Laverack & Co, Hull, solors for petner. Notice of a ring must reach 
the above-named not later than ’6 o’clock in the afternoon of Jan 17 gees 


Wa uraron’s, Lnmrzp—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 28, to send their names 
Hy. = at caamaenea tae their debts or claims, to Alexander George Parker, 
’ Coleman ) 
County PaLaTine OF Lancaster. 


Limitep in CHANCERY. 


Nortn Prer Sreamsuip > Gus Limtep —Petn for winding ing up. presente’ Dec 8, 
directed to be heard at St George's Hall, Liverpool. Jan 23, at 10.30. amwell, Preston, 
solor for petners. Notice of appeariog must the above-named not later than 
1 o’clock in the afternoon of Jan 2 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luonrep in CHANCERY. 
London Gazette.—Turspay, Jan. 17. 


Baitisn Cotumpra TeLerHoses, Liairep —Creditors are required, on or before Feb 20, to 
send their names and and the particulary of thei: debts wud claims to Maurice 
Brewer, 49, Queen Victoria st. Ford & Bloomsbury sq, solors for iquidstor 

CATTERMOLE ORE CONCENTRATION BYNDICATE, Linarrap! Creditors are tors are required. on 
before Feb 28, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of f their debts or 
claims, to A O Williams, 62, London wall 

ConfipENcE Reger Gotp Miyine Co, Limrep (1x ee ae are required, on 
or before Feb 24, to send their names and addrese their debts or 

Cc Ro aye winding presented J p06. pasted So Be 
OTTRELL, Ross. IMITED— or an 
heard at Newbury Feb 15, at 11. Page & poe By erg inn, solors for 

petners. Notice of appearing must AF A I BF 
| name of Feb 14 

Earte & Werr, Limtep (1x Votuntary Liquipation)—Creditors are 
before Feb 7, to send their ae the puticulars of ir debts or 
claim to John Sidney Bird, 60 , Cannon st, Smith & Hudson, Mincing ln, solors for 


to. 
F Hq Browse & Soys, Limrrep - Creditors are ny ,on or before Feb 28, to send their 
cir debts or claims, to Percy Mason, 64, 

Gresham st. Carvalho, st, solor for liquidator 

H. Carr & Co (Limrrep)—Creditors are re ee or before March 20, to send in the 
particulars of their debts or claims to J 5 Regent st 

Henny Atuerton & Sons Conn. Petn for a R. up, pennies Jan 5, directed to be 
heard Feb 7. Tweedale & am, solors Pay 7 oes. Notice of appearing must 
reach the above-named not eter than 6 o'clock in the afternoon ot Feb 6 

Imperiat “8 C” ACETYLENE Gos Co Lage a, are required, on or before Feb 
17, to send their names and addresses, an e particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Lawrence Lancelot Samuels, 7, Norfolk 7 Manchester. Parkinsoa & Co, Manchester, 
solors for liquidator 

Ortey Workixe Men’s Cuius, Limirep (1x nee ae oe a are ie. on or 
before Feb 1, to send their names addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to J F Craig, 14, Princes st, Harrogate 

Saniwa CenTRAL GoL_p MINING Co, Limirep (1x LiqurpaTion)— Creditors are required, on 
or before Feb 18, to send their nimes and addresses, »nd the particulars of their devta or 
claims, to Robert Farrall Masterton, Winchester House, Oid Broad st. Burn & Ber- 
nidge, Old Broad st, solors to liquidator 

Saprwa Propriztary Misgs, tan (In Roypeenn) Cations are uired, on or 
before Feb 18, to send their names and addresses, and the ieulais of their debts or 
claims, to Robert Farrall Masterton, Winchester. House, Old Broad st, Burn & 
ridge, Old Broad st, solors to liquidator 

Taames VALLEY Lauscu Co (Liurrep) (1x pa enegens “pe n are required, on or 
before Feb 14, to send in ir names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Francis Joseph Saffery, 14, Old Jewry chmbrs. Willson & Norman, Regent 
st, solors for liquidator 

Varco (Luirep,—Creditors are required, on or b2fore Feb 1, to send their names and 
addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Charles "Roberts 


aims, to W 


uired, on or 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or Cia. 
London Gasette.—Fuivay, Jan. 13. 
Av.espury, Tuomas Wituiam, Sutton, Surrey, Retired Captain Feb 17 Goode and 
Others ¥ Aylesbury, Buckley, J Pearkes, College hill 


Watiworts, Crement, Gorton, Lanca-ter, Builder #eb 13 Middleton vy Wallworth, 
Registrar, Manchester Almond, Mancnescer 


London Gasette.—Turspay, Jan, 17, 





Brrrish Ice anp Dry Arr Reraiceratror Co, Limrrro—Petn for winding up, presented 
Jan 9, directed to be heard Jan 24. Mackrell & Co, Cannon st, solors for tners. 
Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not ie than 6 o’clock in the rnoon 
of Jan 23 

Chermenree Isvestment Society, Liwirep—Petn for windin: pp presented Jan 11, 
directed to be heard Jan 24. Andrew & Co, Gt James st, ord row, solors for | 
petners, Notice of appearing must <a the ‘above-named not later than’é o ‘clock in 
the afternoon of Jan 23 

Execrro Institute, Limrrep—Oreditors are required, on or before Feb 10, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Thomas Perkins 
weet, 35, Edgware rd. Andrew & Co, Great James st, Bedford row, solors for 

iquidator 

Feicia SyxpicaTe, Limitep (rv Laquipation)—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 27, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their "debts or claims, to 
Athelstan Dangerfield, 56,Cannon st. Allen & Co, Philpot In, solors for liquidator 

Grorce J Jessup, Limite | 1x Votuntary Lrquipation)—Al claims ous bo lodged with 
Mr John Baker, Eldon st House, Eldun st, by Jan 28 

GF Restaci & Co, Limrrep (1m Liqu IDATION)—Craditors are required, on or before Feb 
13, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of a debdts or claims, to 
Ernest Edward Sparshott, 71, Colmore row, Birmiagham. Price, Birmingham, solor for 
iquidator 

Laycasatre Woonoworkine Co, Limi tep - Creditors are rp ye on or before March 1, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Thomas 
Waterworth, 16, Richmvund ter, Blackburn 

Mapame Louise Bt Cie, Wotvernampron, Liarep—Petn for winding up, presented 
Jan 7, directed to be heard before the court, Queen st, Wolverhampton, on Jan 30, at ten 
o'clock Shorhouse & Co, ee st, Bumin ngham, solors for petners, whose 

ent is R Willcock, Queen st, olverhampton Noti-e of appearing must reach the 
above-named not later than 2 o’clock in the afternoon of Jan 28 

Ne son & Co, Limrrep— Pern for winding up, presented Dec 12, directed to be heard Jan 
24. Weatherley, Bedford row, solor for petner. Notice of "appearing must reach the 
above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of Jan 23 | 

New Revouvtion Cycie Co, Lintrep—Petn for wiadivg up, presented Jan 10, directed to 
be heard at the Court House, Corporation st, Birmingham, Jan 24, at 10.30. Beale & 

Birmingham, and Gt George st, Westminster, solors for petitioning creditors. 
Notice 4 appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon 


uired, on or before Feb BN to send 
eir debts or claims, to Sole & Co, 


Paty Expiosives Co, Limirep —Creditors ars 
their names and addresses, and the particul.rs of t 
Aldermanbury, solors for liquidator 


CarpinaLt, Cuartes James, Sidcup, Keat Feb 16 Cardinall v Cardinall, Buckley, J 
Turner, Cannon st 

Scorr, Caanvorre, 251, Kingsland rd Feb '5 Cann v Parrett, Judge in Chambers, Room 
No 725, Royal Courts of 3 cf Justices Gr vebel & C>, Strand 

Zuccant, Ernest, Highbury park Feb10 Banti v Zuccani, Warrington, J Englefield, 
Little Trinity lo 





Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Frivay, Jan 13. 


Awprews, Hesry, Ditchling, Sussex, Blacksmith Feb 20 Andrews, Ditchlin, 

Bar.ow. Jouy, Sheffield, Setssors Manufacturer Feb 25 Ro dgars & Co Sheff 1d 

Barry, Rev Sopext, Kast povchone, Sewe P wt ha R.. 4 Co, Sy Ain Victoria st 

Bixss, Perer, Ringwood , Hants acksoa , Kingw 

Howpen, Joun, Wardour st, Dealer —_ Furniture Febd17 Dod & Oo, Berners st 

Bowry, Cuarves Faancts, Kast Molesey, Publican Feb 20 Piper, Norfo k st. Sarand 

Burrerwortn, Buizapera Branpon, Streatham Feb 17 ames & James, Kly pl, 
Holborn circus 

Bropsett Emtty, Wavertree, Liverpool te * 4 Ra & Go, Liverpool 

Bussws.t, Roserr, Cheltenham, Uurpenter McLaren, Cheltenham 

CHANDLER, BENTHAM CasaUBoN, 2 ee rd, ‘Weomeennam, Doctor Feb 28 Collins 


& Collins, King William 


: Catspix, AMY Florence, cies Feb 20 Poititon, Birmi 


ingham 
Cummixes, Gzores Jony, Neweasde upon Tyne teb 20 Dickiasou & Co, Newcastle upon 


Cu = ., ee Crowle, Lincs Fcrb15 Bartonshaw & Cund ma Crowle. Doncaster 
Dioxsen, General Sur Cuctixawoop, VC, G@cB, _ Clavertoa st Feb 28 Marchal] & Liddle, 


Croyaon 
Dunstan, Epwarp Saunt, Lelant,Cornwall Jan3i Boase, Penzance 
Fenpetow, Cuar.es, jun, Wolvernampton 1 Underhill & Co, Wolverhampton 
Scarborough . Yorks 


Garsuam, Fanyy, 
Gresuam, Josern, Leeds, Pawal Feb 4 Pearson & Co, Yorks 
Hawnpysipe, Artuur, Newton le ws, Lancs, Surgeon te Malton, Yorks St Helens 
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Harpwicke, A.rert Epwarp Earl of, York ter, Regent’s Park Feb 13 Russell & Co, 
Norfolk st. Suand 
Hart, aro Wrtuir, Bury 8t Edmunds Feb i7 


Hay, ng vote One Hull, Chartered Accountant March 1 Middlemiss & 
eATCe, 


Hutiey Hoan, Wienges Feb 13 Mair & Co, Macclesfield 
Hotty, Exv.ex, Orton, nr Tebay, Westmorland Jan27 Cartmel, Kendal 
Hystor, Samvet, Newcastle under Lyme, Licensed Victualler Feb 14 Griffith, New- 


castle, Staffs 
on, ——, Northwold, Norfolk, Farmer Feb 15 Walpole, Northwold, Brandon, 
0 


Keatixce. Epwarp Wituiam, Deganwy, Carnarvon, Surgeon Dentist Feb 18 Pierce- 
Lewis, Prestatyn 

Krescasterx, Jurcren Witaem, Park rd, Forest Hill Feb 28 Selim, Mincing In 

Kyp, Entry Jvu.ta, Kingston on "Thames Feb2)? Micklem & Hollingworth, Gresham st 

Lows, Groner, James, Penzance, Licensed Victualler Feb 1 ‘Trythall & Bodilly, 
Penzance 

Lows, Tnomas, Bewdley, Worcester Feb14 Marcy & Co, Bewdley 

MANSELL, Joux, omen Salop Feb 21 Corser & Son, Shrewsbury 

Masox, Marraew Hewry, Birmingham, Whip Thong Manufacturer Feb 11 
Birmingham 

Moss, Louis 8amvuzt, Trinity, Jersey Feb 24 Lingards & Hamp, Manchester 

Nice, Extey, Chelmsford Feb 10 Hudson & Co, Queen Victoria st 

Norra, Hon’ Morrox Wit. tam, Ipswich March 1 Douglass, London wall 

Nortucorte, Exizasets Ciara, Surbiton Feb 13 Dommett & Son, Gresham st 

Ocktesiox, Saran Extzasetu, Cheadle, Chester Feb 16 Radcliffe-Smith & Co, Liver- 


pool 

Prarsux, James, Heywood, Lancs, Skip Maker Feb 10 Banks & Co, Heywood 

Powsg.t, Eyre Burros, Streatham Hill March4 Bird & Co, Gray’s inn sq 

Price, Witurax Evax, Gt Torrington, nr Devon Feb 18 Kendall & Co, Carey st, 
Lincoln’s inn 

Ritey, Witu1am, Leamington, Warwick March1 Wright & Co, Leamington 

Ritcaiz, Fraxcis Axx, Bewdley, Worcester Feb14 Marcy & Co, Bewdley 

Rosvs, Henry. Folkestone Feb 27 Hall, Folkestone 

Rotre, Jase, Weymouth Feb 15 Morgan, Hastings 

Stevens, Exizanetu, West Wickham March 1 Sloper & Co, Wandsworth 

Srraeet, Hesry, Blashford, nr Ringwood, Southampton Feb 25 Jackson & Co, Ring- 


Rollason, 


wood 
Teave, Grace Axx, Croydon Feb14 Jordan & Lavington, Ironmonger In, Cheapside 
Tuomrson, Jane, Stoke upon Trent, Laundress Jan3i Holtom, Stoke upon Trent 
Toocvon, Taxes, Kingston upon Hull Feb11 Jacobs & Dixon, Hall 
Witey, Axs, Ossett, Yorks March 6 Lawrence, Ossett 
Waker, Jase Euiz ABETH, Clifton, Bristol Feb 18 Wansey & Meade-King, Bristol 
Watts, Evizasers, Horsham Feb 10 Cotching, Horsham 
Witiiams, ALrrep Ciarkr, The Cloisters, Temple Feb 20 
Cheaps ide 
WILitams, _ Llandudno Feb18 Chamberlain & Johnson, Llandudno 
Wit.morr, Freperick Latusvey, Wanstead, Builder Feb 28 Stoneham & Sons, 
Fenchurch st 
Wiser, Cuaza [saneita, Bournemouth Feb11 Mooring & Co, Bournemouth 
Woopueab, Witiiam James, Maghall, nr Liverpool Feb 25 Payne & Co, Liverpool 


Potter & Co, King st, 


London Gazette,—Torspay, Jan. 17. 


A.ipaitr, Marta Tonxrs, Bristol Feb15 Inskip & Co, Bristol 

Bates, Aetacer Saucer, Leeds Feb20 Markland & Co, Leeds 

Barker, Atraev, Pepys rd, New Cross Feb 20 Veale, Bristol 

Beck, SLLEN, St Austell, Cornwall Feb 11 Carl)on & Stephens, 8t Austell 
Bisper, Hesey, Brighton Feb 14 Thrapp & Co, Old Cavendish st 

Bovxts, Atice, Leamington Spa, Warwick Feb 23 Murray & Co, Birchin In 


Yeilding & Co, Vincent sq, West- | Co 





Bowatne, Jouw BEtwasis. Sag pod Feb 16 Charlton, Newcastle upon Tyne 
| BuTTERFIELD, JOSEPH, Nelson cs Febi17 Aitken, Nelson 
LLINS, ELIZABETH, Liverpool Feb 28 Smith, Liverpool 
De Lacy, Samuen Epwarp, Kingston upon Hull, Commercial Clerk Feb 21 Se Hull 
Epw ‘ARDS, J ae Jounany Hamiiton, Trevor, nr Ruabon, Denbigh Feb 2 Minshall & 
en 
EMMERSON, Joun Parker, Scarborou ugh, Joiner March1 Whitfield, Scarborough 
Evays, Harrierr, Newport, Mon. arch 1 Wade & Son, Ne rt, Mon 
Frankvin, WILuIAmM, Tyndall’s Park, Clifton, Bristol Feb 18 utlow, Bristol 
Ga.swortuy, Joun, Holland Park av, Kensington Feb 28 Galsworthy, Old Jewry chmbrs 
Gavin, GeorGE Wi D, otherwise Dan Leno, Atkins rd, Clapham Park,Comedian Feb13 
Corsellis & Co, High rd, Balham 
Gow, James, Manchester March 1 Hilditch, Mauchester 
Hanykixson, Jonny, Barrow in Furness, Clerk Feb1 Taylor & Son, Barrow in Furness 
Harvey, Steruen. Thundersley. Essex, Farmer Feb25 Harvey, Leigh on Sea, Essex 
Hickuina, Levi, Nottingham Feb28 Berryman, Nottingham 
Hottymay, ALFrep, Clifton, Bristol Feb 28 Meade-King & Sons, Bristol 
Hooueg, STANLEY, Lloyd’s, Underwriter March 1 Murray & Co, Birchin In 
Horr, Caries THOMAS, Uotham hill, Bristol Jan 81 Stanley & Co, Bristol 
Hueues, WILuiAM Henry Rhyl, Flint Feb 21 .Minshall & Co, Llangollen 
Jonss, Morcay, Rhydyfro, Llanguicke, Glam Jan 31 Hopkin, Pontardawe,Glam 
LEATHLEY, CHARLES, Narbonne av, Clapham, Builder March 1 Cheesman Old Serjeants’ 
inn 


| Leataiey, Heces Louisa. Narbonneay, Clapham March1 Cheesman, Serjeants’ inn 


Lona, AXNE, Ramsgate Feb 17 Robinson, Ramegate 

Marsa, JosEru, Durban, Natal Feb14 Loughborough & Co, Austin friars 

MatHEw 8, Joux, Winchester, Upholsterer Feb25 Shernton ’& Pain, Winchester 

Moprert, Even Susan, 8t Leonards on Sea Feb18 Meadows & Co, Hastings 

Nixoy, Ebwiy, Brighton feb 23 Lovell & Co, Gray's inn sq 

Norris, Wit.1am, Worthing, Licensed Vic tualler Feb 21 Verrall, Worthing 

Pears, MarnGaret ARCHBOLD, Newcastle upon Tyne March 1 Chartres & Youll, New- 
castle upon Tyne 

Punt, Mary Ann, Gt Crosby, Lancs Feb 20 Calvert, Leeds 

Pootry, Tomas ALEXANDER, Walton on, Thames Fe b 14 Wingfield & Blew, Cheapside 

PrrYkeE, Marr Aww, Bishop’s rd, Cambridge Heath Feb 28 McDiarmid & Son, Newman’s 
ct. 

Rostxson, Mary, Knaresborough March3 W & E H Foster, Leeds 

Simons, GrorcE WituaM, Nottingham, Plumber Feb 28 Berryman, Nottingham 

Sye.t, Louisa, Kedington, Suffol Feb 14 Wayman, Clare, Suffolk 

Srevart, ALICE Mackenzik. Wramfield, Sussex Feb9 Thomas, Chancery ln 

Tasker, StepHen Rupert, Titchfield, Fareham March 25 Pow ning & Jonas, Salisbury 

Taytor, Ls ANNAH Mazia, Eadlesham rd, Balham March 18 Grundy & Co, Queen 

Victo: 

THORNE, ll Bournemouth Feb18 Thorne & Welsford, Gracechurch st 

THORNHILL, Saran Any, Burmantofts, Leeds Feb16 Jubb. 3 

Tuornton, Rev Cuar_es Greenwoop, Tunbridge Wells Feb 20 Petch & Wo, Bedfordiow 

Tuwaytes, Mary, Ravensworth, Westmorland Jan 28 E & E A Heelis, Appleby, 
Westmorlsnd 

VansiTTart, Epwarp WEstBy, Bute Feb 18 Goodman, Worthing 

Watt, SARAH, Middlesbrough Feb25 Spry & Preston, Middlesbrough 

Wiacerss, JAMES, Ealing Common, Cement Merchant Febd14 Holder & Wood. Cheaps‘de 

WILL IAMS, FRANCES. Coldharbour In, Brixton March 13 Church & Son, Fenchurch st 

Witurams, Mary, Merthyr Tydfil Jan 31 Berrv & Son, Merthyr Tydfil 

Witsoy, Aynis Exiza, Totley, Derby Feb20 Wheat, Sheffield 

Witsox, Catuzatxe Dororny, 8t Leon+rds on Sea Feb 18 Meadows & Co, Hastings 

Wossey, Joseph WItuiam, Toll End, Tipton, Staffs, Boat Builder Feb 4 Hooper & 
Fairbairn, Dudley 

Wrsrorp, Rt Hon Georcr Baron, Wynford Eagle, Dorset Feb 17 Dimond & Son, 
Welbeck st, Cavendish sq 

Yervayxp, Witiiam Henry, Krugersdorp, Transvaal, Miner Feb18 Shillson & Co, St 
Austell 





Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—Frivay, Jan 13. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Mais, Taomas, 


Emasvet, Waleali, 


Mansa, 
i Ord Jan 6 


mission Agent 


Awus, Artavs Heyey, Moulton Park, Northampten, 


MacMocss, Georce Irving, Scarborough, Dentist Scar- 
borough Pet Jan11 Ord Jan 11 

Loughborough, 

Leicester Pet Jan9 Ord Jan9 

Grocer Walsall Pet Jan 2 


Mippieros, Georcz Atserr, Boroughbridge, Yorks, Com- 
Pet Jan7 


Woop, Francis Henry, Bridlington, Yorks, Auctioneer 
Kiogston upon Hull Pet Jan9 Ord Jaun9 
Hosiery Manufacturer 
Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Dec 23 : 


Bartietrtr, Tuomas Epwin, Croydon, Clerk Croydon Pet 


Ord Jen7 Nov 29 Ord Nov 29 


Commercial Traveller Northampton ‘Pet Jan 10 Ord | Mitiee, Wituiam, Normanton, Coal Miner Wakefield Amended notice substituted for that published in 
Jan 10 Pet Jan9 Ord Jan9 the London Gazette of Dec 30: 
. le > L SHIP 7 0“ & i ic’ “4 
Asous, Wittiam, Hamsterley, Durham, Farmer Durham | Miterssir, James Tuomas, Droitwich, Worcester, Simmons, Morris Branor, Lewishsm, Picture Frame 


Licensed Victualler 
Jan 10 


Pet Jan10 Ord Jan 10 
Atrwateeg, Feaxcis Hexery, Dryburgh rd, Putney, Wine 
Merchant's Clerk High Court Pet Jan 11 Ord Jan 11 


Bessios, Wattace Oscan Geeatp, Smali Heath, Victualler 
Warwick, Grocer Birmungham Pet Jan9 O:d Jan9 
Besse.., Hesxery, Bristol, Cabin Maker Bristol Pet Jan Faleon rd, Clapham Junction, Builders 


5 Ord Jan 10 Pet Janio Ord Jan 10 


Brewster, Jous, Nottingham Nottingham Pet Jan 7 

Jan7 Ord Jan 9 
Brows, ALexaxper, Torquay, Bailiff Exeter Pct Jan 11 
Ord Jan 11 


Cuxsxer, Davin, Denbigh pl, Accountant 
et Dee 21 Ord Jan 9 

une Artave A.eert, High st, Peckham, Public 
House Manager High Court Pet Janii O.d Jan il 

Certis, Jous, Treorky, vlam, Grocer 
Jan®% Ord Jan9 

Dever, Joszen, Wolverhamvpton, Cycle Maker 

Pet Jan9 (nd Jan9 

Drasau, Whiassam, Upper 
Nov 2% Ord Jan 10 

Fresuwer, Eowarp Jaura, Redbridge, Southempton, General 
Dealer So Southampton Pet Jan9 Ord Jan9 

Gasuax, Evoan Liswrivax Jowzs, Workington, Cumber- 
; i, Fruit Merchant Cockermouth Pet Jan10 Ord 

an 10 

Haxey, Davin, Broughton Wick, Glam, Labourer Cardiff 

Pe Janio OrdJdaa 10 


Dec 13 Ord Jan 10 
PLattTs, JAMES, 
Jan l0 Ord Jan 10 


High Court 


Guildford Pet Dec1 
Bacar, Toomas Witiiam, 
Bolton Pet Jan9 Ord 

GEORGE 
Barnsley 


Wolver- 
Tooting Greenwich Pet Suaw 


Srzevers, Jonw Taomas, 
Pet Dec 10 Ord Jan 10 


Pet Dec 12 Ord Jan 10 


Worcester 


Mokrtey, James, Wainfleet All Saints, 
Boston Pet Jan10 Ord Jan 10 
Newton, Georce Henry, and Atrrerp Grorce Buragss, 


Nioatiscare, ALrrep, Ipswich, Baker Ipswich Pet Jan 
9 


Pasrott, Harry, Leicester, Tobacco Dealer Leicester Pet 
sirstall, Yorks, Teamer 


Ropwett, Wititam, Frisby on the Wreake, Leicester 

‘ > Leicester Pet Jan10 Ord Jan 10 

Pontypridd Pet Bosewart, SAmPson Cusnow, 

Ord Jan 11 | 

Coppull, Lancs, Schoolmaster 

Jang 

Hesery, Cudworth, rere, Confectioner 

Pet Dee 23 Ord Jan 1 

Suire, Joan Watrter, Iron Bridge, on Fruit Dealer 
Madeley Pet Jan9 Ord Jan 

Southall, Builder Eastbourne 


Sway, Percy, Urmston, Lancs, Corn Merchant Manchester 


Taomsos, Antavur Wittiam, Bristol 


Pet Dec 29 Ord Maker Greenwich Pet Dec 28 Ord Dec 23 


Lines, Licensed Amended notice substituted for that published in 
the London Gazette of Jan 3s: 
Browne, Samvet, West Hartlepool, Auctioneer 
Jand Pet Dee 31 Ord Dec 31 
RECEIVING ORDER RESCINDED. 


Brown, Sipyry Haroxp, Bridlington, Yorks, Cycle Dealer 
Scarborough Rec Ord Nov 8, 1904 Rese Dec 7, 1904 


Wandsworth Sunder- 


Dewsbury Pet | 
FIRST MEETINGS. 


Areiert, Witiiam, Ipswich, Butcher Jan 25 at 11.30 
36, Princes st, Ipswich 

ALEXANDER, ABRAHAM, Woolwich, Tailor Jan 24 at 11.30 
24, Railway app, London Bndge 

Arrwarer, Francis Henry, Dryburgh rd, Putney, Clerk 
Jan24at11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Bisnor, Water, Baybridge, Hants, Farmer Jan 23 at 2.: 
Off Ree, Midiand Bank chmbrs, "High st, Southamp on 

Bray. Gronoe, Walsall, Baker Jan 25 at 12 Off Rev 
Wolverhampton 

Sore by ALexanver, Torquay, Bailiff 

ff Rec, 9, Becford circus, Exe 
Cues, Davi, Denbigh pl, Accountant Jan 24 at 12 
ankruptcy blags, ( Carey st 
Cc ane Frepeaick Teneurr, Beauchamp Roding, Essex, 


Farnham, China Dealer 


Jan 26 at 10.8 


Bristol Pet Jan 10 


—_——- Josurn, Walsall, Baker Waleall Pet Jané Ord Ord Jan 10 Farmer Jan 23 at3 14, Bedfoid row 
an 6 ns RY Jdeale . . CoLLins, ARTHUR ALBERT, Pee ykham, Public houxe Manage: 
Howmes, Witsiau, Goole, ¥ eske, Colliery Agent Wake- a. , ova ¥, Taam, Gogg Bolten Pe Jan '26 ut 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, ( Jarey st 

field Pet Dee 23 Ord Jan H Ww. 1 : i P Cour.anp, Joun Henny, Torworth, Notts, Farmer Jan %4 
Hoasax, Tnouas. Ripon, Yorks, Game Dealer North- | VA®L®' outs, Wakefield, Labourer Wakefield Pet ati2 Off Ree, 31, Silver st, Lincoln 

allerton Pet Jani0 Ord Jan 10 Jan 11 Ord Jan 11 CurrLeviten, Gu wert Rovunr, New Cleethorpes, Baker 


Jouvs, Juuemian, Cannock, Staffs, Tailor’s Manager 
Walsall Pet dan 10 Ord Jan 10 
ome ee Cheltenham Cheltenham 


Manager Bradford 
Warers, James, 
Pet Jan9 Ord Jang 
Wartenus, 


Pet Jan7 Ord 


an i 
Kritasy, Peres + ~ Coounn, Handsworth, Md + 
vet Jan5 OrdJ 
Lar, Jaura, Bolton, ‘Cabinet Maker Lwoiton Pet x 7 Wetstean, Faevenicx, 

Ord Jan7 Nov5 Ord Jan 10 





Waker, Ancainatp Henry Ossonn, Bradford, Restaurant 
Pet Jan 11 


Wit.iam, Manea, ae. Farmer 
borough Pet Janil Ord Jan1 
Anerley, Tew Croydon Pet 


Jan 21 at 11 


Off Kec, 15, Osborne st, Gt Grimsby 
Davies, Davin Joun, Nanthir, Blaengarw, Giam, 


Ord Jan 11 Builder 


Bildeston, Suffolk, Surgeon Ipswich Jan 23 at3 117,8t Mary st, Cardiff 
DENTON, hays, South ort, Grocer’s Assistant Feb 2 at 
Peter- 10.30 ff Ree, 36, ictoria at, Liverpool 


Dewey, Mi. "JAMES, Itchen, Nouthampton, Builder 
Jan 23at 3 Off Rec, Midiand Bank chimbrs, High st, 
Southampton 
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cxinson, WititaAmM THomas, a. —e ~4 
“ Manager Jan 2) at 11 Off Rec, Byrom at. 
chester 
East, Henry Taomas, Goring, Sussex, Market Gardener 
Jan 25at11 Off Rec, 4, Pavilion vides, , Brighton 
Epwagps, THomMAS JosErH, and Joun James Epwaagps, 
Ne . Bakers Jan 23 at 11.30 Off Kec, Westgate 
chmbrs, Newport, Mon 
Ewuett, WILLIAM Henry, Brooke, Norfolk, Schoolmaster 
Jan 23 at 12 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 


Fartexy, Joun Tuomas, Plumstead, Kent, China Dealer 
Jan 23 at 11.30 24, Railway app, L London Bridge 

Fennek, EDWARD JAMES, a Southampton, General 
Dealer Jan 23 xt 3.30 Off Rec, Midland Bank chmbrs, 
High st, Southampton 

Fis, Aubert Daniet, Frinton on Sea, Essex, saeay Stable 
Keeper Jan 27 at 11 Cups Hotel, Colcheste 

Foy, Tuomas Henry, Swansea, Painter Jon 3 26 * 12 Off 
Ree, 31, ‘Alexandra rd, Swansea 

GoopmaN, WALTER, Leicester, Plumber Jan 24at12 Off 
Ree, L Berridge st, Leicester 

Hammer, AnTHur, Newport,Grocer Jan 23 at12 Off Rec, 
Westgate chmbra, Newport, Mon 

Jarvis, Hocu, Parson Drove, Cambridge, Butcher Feb9 
at 10.30 Court house, King’ s Lynn 

Jones, W1LL1Am, Longton, China Monuincbarer Jan 23 at 
12.30 North Stafford Hotel, Stoke upon Trent 


Kewre, Frank, Hove, Sussex, Builder Jan 25 at 11.30 Off 
Rec, 4, Pavilion 'bldgs, Brighton 

LAVENBEIN, 'THEopoRE, Charterhouse bldgs, Goswell rd, 
Mantle Manufacturer Jan 25 at 11 Bankruptcy 
bldgs, Carey st 

Ler, James, Bolton, Cabinet Maker Jan 23 at 3.80 19, 

exchange st, Bolton 

LeaG-Feeperick, Taomas, Swindon, Baker Jan 21 at 12 
Off Rec, 38, Regent circus, Swindon 

Le Granp, Wittram Stove. Brewer st, st Jan 24 
at 2.30 Bankrup’cy bldgs, Carey st 

Mipviztoy, Georee ALsert, Boroughbridge, Yorks, 
Commission Agent = 23 at 3 OT Ree, The Red 
House, Duncombe pl, Y 

Mortey, James, Wainfleet all Saints, Lincs, Licensed 
Victualler Jan 25 at 12.15 Off Rec, 4and 6, West s*, 
Boston 

MvtHoiianp, WItuiam Partaick, Gt Crosb: omen Builder 
Jan 23 at 12 Off Kee, 35, Victoria st, 

NIGHTINGALE, — Ipswich, Baker jen 2d,atll 36, 
Princes st, Ipswich 

Nyman, Davis. St George’s st, Shadwell, Tin Plate Manu- 
facturer Jan 23 at 12 Bankraptcy bldgs, Carey st 

OssorNE, ARTHUR SAMUEL, Cieethorpes, F: onger Jan 
Mat1l Off Ree, 15, Osborne st, Gt Grimsb 

Parrott, Harry, Leicester, ‘Tobacco Dealer Jan 23 at 12 
Off Kec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

PARTRIDGE, Wititas, Carlton, Beds, Leather Dresser Jan 
24at 10.30 Shirehall, Bedford 

PaitcHARD, GEORGE, ‘Taunton, Ironmonger Jan 21 at 10 30 
10, Hammet st, Taunton 

Sacan, Taomas Witiiam, Coppull, Lancs, Schoolmaster 
Jan 28 at3 19, Exchange st, Bolton 

Saxpers, Epwarp Wiruias, Rottingdean, Sussex, Builder 
Jan z5at12 Off Rec, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 

Scrivener, THomas WiLuram, Long elfo 4 Suffolk, 
Hawker Jan27at2 Cups Hotel, Colchester 

Stganperc, ALY —, Loubet st, Lower Tooting Jan 23 at 
12.30 Off Rec, Railway app, London Bridge 

Tayior, Fraep Wastes Chatteris, aenee’, Farmer 
Jan 23 at 2.40 The George Hotel, Chatte: 

Taorr, Henry, Tyldesley, Lancs, Clogger Jen 2Mat3 19, 
Exchange st, Bolton 

Turner, Cuartes McLeur. an, Gt Missenden, Bucks, 
Picture Dealer Jan 21 at 12 1, St Aldates, Oxford 

VisyicomBe, THomas Hepaes, Swansea, Licensed Victualler 
Jan 25at12 Off Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 

Waker, James, Talgarth Brecon, Cattle ‘Dealer Jan 23 
at 11.30 135, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Wanmise am, JosePn, Altrincham, Chester, Master Brick- 
layer Jon 2i at 11.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Warrrs, James, Bildeston, Suffolk, Surgeon Jan 25at2 
86, Princes st, Ipswich 

Warsow, Wituam, Kirton Fen, Kirton, Lines, Farmer 
Jan 25 at 12.45 Off Rec, 4 and 6, West st, Boston 

Youre, Ricuarp Caares, "Bexhill, Fancy Goods Dealer 
Feb 7 at 3.15 County Court Ottices, 24, Cambridge rd, 
Hastings 

ADJUDICATIONS. 


Autix, Arruur Henry, Moulton Park, Northampton, 
Commercial Traveller Northampton Pet Jantu Ord 
an 

Axperson, Henry Fircpixe, Bedale, 
Northallerton Pet Nov 23 Ord Jan6 

Avous, Witt1AM, Hameterley, Durham, Farmer Durham 
Pet Jan10 Ord Jan 10 

Atrwarer, Francis Henry, Dryburgh J, Putney, Clerk 
High Court Pet Jan 11 Ord Jan 1 

Barrrey, Isaac, Commercial st, Spitalfields, Baker High 
Court Pet Nov 22 Ord J an 9 

Beatty, Puiie VaNpeLeon, dtarket Harborough, Horse 
Dealer Leicester Pet Oct 10 Ord Jan7 

Beysion, WALLace Oscar Gkuatp, Small Heath, 
Birmingham PrtJan9 Ord Jan 9 

Brazit., Henry, Prittlewell, Essex, Cheesemonger Ch Ims- 
ford Pet Dec8 O.d Jan7 

Barwsrer, Faeoerick WitLtaM, Fawe Park rd, Putney 
Wandsworth Pew Sept 22 Ord Jan it 

Rerseeea, Soe Nottingham Nottingham Pet Jan 7 

Brown peneunen, Torquay, Bailiff Exeter Pet Jan 11 

an 

Coutins, Anruur ALBERT, High st, Peckham, Public house 

0 nager High Court Pe: Jan it Ord Jan 1 

Urtis, Joan, Treorky, Glam, Grocer Pontypridd Pet 
Jan9 Ord Jang 

Devey, Josxen, Wolverhampton, Cycle Maker Wolver- 
... _— pee a Jan 9 . , 

8, Epwanp a Reaiee, Southampton, Genera! 
=" Southampton Pet Jan 9 Ord Jan 


Yorks, Gunsmith 


Cirocer 


Garman, Epcar Lirwiyan Jones, Work 
land, Fruit Merchant Cockermouth P. 
Jan 10 

Harpy, WILiiam, yay or Destine. Grocer Stock- 
ton onfees Pet Dec16é Ord Jan 10 

Harry, Davin, Broughton Wick, Glam, Labourer Cardiff 
Pet Jani0 Ord Jan 10 

Hitt, Georez, St James, Bristol, Florist Bristol Pet Jan2 
Ord Jan 9 


Horsman, saan, Ripon, Yorks, Game Dealer North- 
allerton Pet Jan10 Ord Jan 10 


, Cumber- 
Jan 10 Ord 


Jones. sha Cannock, “1 Tailor’s Manager 
Walsall Pet Jan10 Ord Jan 
aon PS Perer, Cheltenham Chaltenbam Pet Jan 7 Ord 


Kewianp, Perer Joun Coompe, Handsworth, Staffs, Orde 
— Manufacturer Birmingham Pet Jan 5 
an 5 
Ler, re Bolton, Cabinet Maker Bolton Pet Jan 7 


MacMuxy, Georce Irving, Pusbencagh, Dentist Scar- 
borough Pet Jan.11 Ord J 

Marx, Tomas, Loughborou y Hosiery Manufacturer 
Leicester Pet Jan9 Ord Jan9 

an ~~ ¥ ym Walsall, Grocer Walsall Pet Jan 2 


6 

Mason, Jonx, Ambleforth, Yorks, Farmer Northallerton 
Pet Dec 14 Ord Jan 9 

Miwptetoy, Georce Apert, Boroughbridge, Yorks, Com- 
mission Agent York Pet Jan7 Ord Jan 7 

Mitten, Writiam, Normanton, Coal Miner Wakefield 
Pet Jan9 Ord Jan9 

Moetier, Ciaupe, Bradford, Engineer Bradford Pet 
Dec 1 rd Jan 11 

James, Waivfleet All Saints, Lincs, Licensed 

ler Boston Pet Jan10 Ord Jan 10 

Newrox, Grorce Henry, and Atrrep Grorie Burarss, 
Falcon rd, Clapbam junc, Builders Wandsworth Pet 
Jan lu Ord Jan 10 

NicutinGate, ALrReD, Ipswich, Baker Ipswich Pet Jan 9 

rd Jan 9 

Pavmer, Taomas, King William st, Egg Importer High 
Court Pet Oct15 Ord Jan9 

Puarts, -James, Birstall, Yorks, Teamer Dewsbury Pet 
Jan10 Ord Jan 10 

Ropwe.t, Wituam, Frisby on the Wreake, Leicester 
Leicester Pet Dec 10 Ord Dec 10 

Sacar, Tuomas Wituiam, Coppull, Lancs, Schoolmaster 
Bolton Pet Jan9 O:d Jan9 

Sotomon, Davin, Tenter st, a, * ate Fowl Dealer 
High Court Pet Dec1s Ord J. 

Taorr, Henry, Tyldesley, Lancs, S techeg Bolton Pet Jan 
9 ‘Ord Jan9 


Tnorpr, Roser Joan, Church rd, Willesden High Court 
Pet Nov 28 Ord 

Variry, Houtox, Wakefield, Labourer Wakefield Pet 
Jan'11 Ord Jan 1t 

Waker, Arcarnatp Henry Ospzorn, Bradford Restaurant 

Bradford Pet Janil Ord Jan lt 

WaAtter, Artaur Epwarp, Bolton, Grocer Bolton Pet 
Dec 16 Ord Jan7 

Warens, James, Bildeston, Suffolk, Surgeon Ipswich Pet 
Jan9 Ord Jan9 

Waters, Wittiam, Manea, Cambridge, Farmer Peter- 
borough Pet Jan il Ord oy a 

Woes, Francis Hexry, Ki on Hall, Auctioneer 

Kingston upon Hull Pet Jan — rd Jan9 

Weopviiie, Ricnarp 7, Queen’ 's gate, Artist High 

Court Pet Uct 26 Ord Jan7 


Amended notice substituted for that published i in the 
London Gazette of Dee 1s: 


am, S ge sel ARTHUR, 8t John's hill, C'apham june, 
¢ Maker Wandsworth) Pet Dec3 Ord 


Mortey, 
Victual 


2 


eee" ANNULLED ae RECEIVING 
ER RESCINDE 


Tatton, Frank, ans Jewry chmbrs, onc Hi 4 Court 
Bec Ord Feb 26,1903 Adjud April 30, 1903 Rese and 
Annul Jan 5, 1905 


London Gazette.—Turspay, Jan. 17. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Atnonp, Josrrn, St Helens, Lancs, Builder 
Jan 14 Ord Jan l4 
Biake, Waits, Aberdare, Clerk Aberdare 
Ord Jan 1 


3 
Bosomworts, Artaur, Leeds, Painter Leeds Pet Jan 13 
Ord Jan 13 
Beams, Tames Aywa, Derby, Milliner Derby Pet Jan 13 
an 13 
Campsett, Groner, Huntingdon, Gt Malvern, Worcester, 
Dentist’s Assistant Worcester Pet Jan 12 Ord Jan IZ 
Cawtuorne, Watrer, Barnsley, Fruiterer Barnsley Pet 
Janl4 Ord Jan 4 
Cox, Raten Ewart, Highley, Salop, Licensed Vicualler 
Kidderminster Pet Jan i2 Ord Jan 12 
Curr, Abert, Sheflield, Tool Maker Shetlield Pet Jan}2 
Ord Jan 12 
Davirs, Jonn Sunes, oy Tydfil, 
Traveller MecthyrT ya Pet Jani4 Ord Jan 14 
Five, Hargis, Chrisp at, -§& Draper High Court Pet 
Jan 14 Oid Jan ld 
Fox, Guerre, Norfolk st, Strand High Court Pet Nov 24 
Ord Jan 13 
Gornam, Srerexrn Epwarp, Harbledown, or Canterbary, 
Canterbury Pet Jan 13 Ord Jan 13 
Gowrtra, Grorar Hoop, Bastbourne, School Proprietor 
Lewes and Eastbourne Pet Jan 14 Ord Jan 14 
Gairrirus, Joun, Porth, Glam, Colliery Labourer Pon’ y- 
pridd Pet Jan 14 Ord Jan 14 
Haut, Witt, Leeds Leeds Pet Jan18 Ord Jan 13 
Hamvert, WiuitaM, Little Hutton, Lancs, Butcher Bolton 
Pet Jan18 Ord Jan 13 


Liverpool Pet 
Pet Jan 13 


Jounson, FREDERICK Lanes, Timber Merchant 

Salford Paden "Od Jan 13 

Kwaptox, J K Aset, Loudoun rd, Kilburn High Court 
Pet Nov15 Ord Janil 

Tameouonns Epwarp Artaur Jounsox Banham, Norfolk, 

Farmer Norwich PetJan14 Od Jan 14 

Levy, Marco Sapsato, and Samvet Sappato Levy, Man- 
— — ber Merchants Manchester Pet Jan 
1 an 

Lixcwoop, Cares, Kir Lowestoft, Wheelwright 
Gt Yarmouth Pet Jan 12 ‘Ord Jan 12 

Lowe, Witt1am Heyry Leonarp, Sng, Derby, Com- 

Traveller Derby Pet Jan 


Ord Jan 11 
Lvsiysx', Louis. Warmington rd, Herne Hill, Lea’ 
Merchant High Court Pet Jan7 Ord Jan 14 
es ViturLm Back, Newcastle on Tyne, Commission Agent 
Newcastle on Tyne Pet Jan 13 Ord Jan 13 
Mc Senen Grorer Dav ™ Leicester, Clothier Leicester 
Pet Jani4 Ord Jan 14 
Mrrcue.., Atrrep, Ni Green, Public 


Parc me 


st, Bethnal 
house Owner High Court Pet Nov1é Ord Jan a 
O.iver Harpman & Co, — ° 
ES ei 
Ricwarp, Bishops caemeens Hants, Farmer 
southampton Pet Jan13 Ord Jan 13 
Patmer, Mary, Grant Schoolmistress Nottingham 
Pet Jan 13 Ord Jan 13 
Snarr, Hexry Wars, High Holborn, Merchant High 
Court Pet Dec 22 Ord Jan 12 
Surru, Frepericx Wii.iam, Aldeburgh, Suffolk, Bricklayer 
Ipswich PetJani4 Ord Jan 14 
Srencer, James —, Burnley, Confectioner Burnley 
et Janl4 Ord Jan 14 
ath. Epwis, North Worple Way, Mortlake, Builder 
Wandsworth Pet Dec17 Ord Jan 12 
Sronnaw, E, 
12 


, Iiford, Builder High Court Pet Dec9 Ord 
an 


Surrox, Jons Bavcer, Hulme, Manchester, Mill Furnisher 
Manchester Pet Jan 33 Ord Jan 13 
Watrtox, Jonn Cuar.es, Preston, Draper Preston Pet 
Jan 12 Ord Jan 12 
Wise, Jouxs Wreuriam Fartrweatues, Pockley Grange, nr 
Hen aaa Farmer Northallerton Pet Jan 11 
Jan 1 


pave notice substituted for that published in 
the London Gazette of Jan 6 : 


Betts, Jonn James, Manchester, Jeweller 
Pet Dec 12 Ord Jan 4 


Amended notice sub:tituted for that published in 
the London Gazette of Jan 13: 


Swarx, Percy, Urmston, nr Manchester, Corn Merchant 
Manchester Pet Dec 12 Ord Jan 10 


FIRST MEETINGS, 


Avi, Arrave Henry, Moulton Park, ae pe 
Commercial Traveller Jan 26 at 11.30 Ree, 
Eridge st, Northampton 
Atrive, Grorce Micuak., remy gn Yorks, Grocer 
Jan 2% at 12 Off Rec, #igtree In, Sheffield 
Barspy, Amy Seuixa, Birmingham, Tur Dealer Jan 26 
atil Ruskin chmbrs, 191, ~~ st, Birmingham 
Bett, James, Wa'ton on Thames Jan 25 at 12 135, High 
st, Merthyr Tydfil 
Betts, Josx James, Manchester, Jew Ver Jan 25 at 230 
Off Kec, Byrom st, Manchester 
Renee ae Bristol, Cabinet Maker Jan 25at12 Off 
Ba'dwin st, Bristol 
Somme artuur, Leeds, Painter Jan 25at 11.30 Of 
Ree, 22, Park ruw, Lee*s 
Brewster, Joun, Nottingham Jan27at 12 Off Ree, 4, 
Castle pi, Park st, Nottusgham 
Baines, Tromas, West Bromwith, Gas Tube Manufacturer 
Jan 25 at 11 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, 
Birmipgban 
Campsett, Georcr, Huntingdon, Gt Malvern, Worcester, 
Dentist’s Assistant Jan 25at 12 40, Copenhagen st, 


Worcester 
Caraapvus, Atpret, Barrow in Furness, Police Constable 
Feb 1 at 11 Off Rec, 16, Corawallis st, Barrow in 


Furness 
Cox, Ronee, Guna, Barnsley, Fishmonger Jan 


Manchester 


25 at 10.1 7, Regent st, 
Dysox, Joun Fareemax, Hodd Sieremna? Chartered 
Accountant Jan 26 at3 Off Ree, Prudential bidgs, 


New st, Huddersfield 
Fox, Giteert, wos am Strand Jan 27 at 12 Bank- 


Givnorr, James, Giapham, + Jan 27 at 11.20 24. 

Railway app, London B 2 
wan, Wituian, Leeds Jan 2 at 11 Off Rec, 22, Park 
Rouen, Haxny Tver, Worcester, Ironfounder Jan 26 at 


Copenhagen st, Worcester 
Harpy Partie aniniote te Daviiogton, Greeer Jan 25 
Al , Midalesbro: 


at3 Off 

aos, Josrra, Walsall, Bakee Jan 25 at 11 Off Ree, 

ver 

Hoitmes, Wiitiam, Goole, aa | Agest Jan Mat 11.30 

3 og ieee, Waketie: 3 

ONRa, SUMPTION, ye Promoter Jan 
30ati2 Bankruptcy bldge, Garey st 

MacMvuwy, Groner re Saee, Dentist Jan 25 
até 74, Newboro 8 

Mars, Tomas, Lou an rough, Hosiery Manufacturer 

Jan 15 at ne of Ree, 1, Berriige st, Leicester 

Mansa, Ewaxust, Walsall, Grocer Jan 25 at 1190 Of 
Ree, Wolverha 

Miucer, Wirtiam, eo Coal Miner Jan %at 11 
0 6, Wakefeld 

Mrucersair, Jars ex Droitwich, Worcester, 

Licensed Victualler Jan 25 at 11.30 45, Copenhagen 


st, Worcester 
Moui.ke, Axet Horner, ard Lewis Josern, Rederors s*, 











Hawnartt, Bryans, Canonbury rd, Islington High Court 
Pet Noy 15 Ord Jan 18 t 





Southwark, Cork Manufacturnas Janvsat2Sv Bank- 
ruptey bidgs, Carey ot 
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Puituirs, Taomas, Birdwell, nr pry — Jan 
at 10.30 Off Ree,.7, Regent st, Barn 


Pratt, James, Birstall, Yorks, Teamer Ten Ss at ll Off 
Rec, Bank ration st, Dewsbury 
Suaw, Grorce Henry, Cudworth, Fame, Confectioner 


jan 25 at 11 Off Rec, 7, Regent st, Barns ley 
oars, Joux Water, Tontine Hill, Ironbridge, falop, 
Fruit Dealer Feb 15 at 11.15 County Court Office, 


Srex., at Gt Grimsby, Grocer Jan 25 at 11 Off 
Ree, 15 by 


Osborne st, Gt 
, U r Manchester, Corn Merchant 

Jan 26 at 2.30 Off Ree, —— st, Manchester 

Sheffield, “Licensed Victualler Jan 25 at 
12.30 1 In, Sheffield 

Taytor, Witt1am Tuomas, High st, Wandsworth Jan 26 
at 11.30 24, Railway app, ndon Brid ge 

Tomson. ARTHUR Wiu.iam, Bristol Jan 25 at 11.45 Off 
Ree, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

van Hoos, Wakefield, Labourer Jin 26 at 10.30 Off 
Rec, 6, Bond ter, Wakefield 

Waker, ArcaisaLp Henay Ossors, Bradford, Restaurant 
Manager Jan 2at3 Off Rec, 29, I st, Bradford 

Wrst, Wituiam Hewry, Acocks Green, orcester, Builder 
Feb1atil Ruskin chmbrs, 19!, Corporation st, Bir- 


miogham 
Witunor, Frayk, Saltley, Birmingham, Plumber Jan 31 
atil Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 
Woop, Francis Henry, Bridlingt on, Auctioneer Jan 25 at 
11 Off Rec, Trinity House In, Hull 





ADJUDICATIONS. 
A.twoxp, Joszru. St Helens, Lancs, Builder Liverpool | 
Pet Jani4 Ord Jan i4 
Bra.t, James, Walton on Thames Tred+gar Pet Dee 19 | 
Ord Jan 13 j 
Betis, Jonw James, Manchester, Jeweller Manchester | 
Pet Dec 12 Ord Jan 13 


Briaxs, Wartuie, Aberdare, Clerk Aberdare Pet Jan13/; § 
| ORALLY (class or individual) or by CORRESPONDENCE. 


Ord Jan 13 
Bosomwoats, Artuve, Leeds, Painter Leeds Pet Jan 13 
Ord Jan 13 
Baeayp. Lypi1a Ayxa, Decby, Milliner Derby P.t Jan 13 
Jan 13 
Campsett, Grorce, Huntingdon, Gt Malvern, Dentist's 
Assistant Worcester Pet Jan12 O:d Jan12 
CawtTHorse, Wa.tER, Barnsley, Fruiterer Barnsley Pet 
Jani4 Ord Janlé 
Cox, Rates Ewart, Highley, Salop, ne Victualler 
Kidderminster Pet Jani12 Ord Jan 
Curt, Atsgat, Sheffield, Tool Maker Sheftiela Pet Jan 12 
Ord Jan 12 
Davigs, Jous Curistwas, Merthyr Tydail, Commercial 
Traveller Merthyr Tydfil Pet Jani4 Ord Jan 14 
Doorey, Janes, Tooting, Builder Wandsworth Pet Sept 
12 Ord Jan 12 
Geary, Atrrzep Josers, Burton on Trent, Builder Burton 
on Trent Pet Dec 23 Ord Jan 12 
Goruax, Stepses Epwarp, Harbledown, nr Can‘erbary, 
Farmer Canterbury Pet Jan13 Ord Jan 13 
Gairritus, Joux, Porth, Glam, Colliery Labourer Ponty- 
Pe Jan 14 Ord Jan 14 
Hau, Witutas, Leeds Pet Jan13 Ord Jan 13 
Hawesezir, Wituax, Little Hutton, Lancs, Butcher Bolton 
Pet Jan 33 4Ord Jan 13 
Haar, Hesey J. Bamiagham, Li a 5 Stab‘e Keeper Bir- 
mingham Pet Dec 8 Ord Jan 13 
—— Josern, Walsali,Baker Walsall Pet Jan 6 Ord 
an 12 


Lrscwoop, Cuartzs, Kirkley, Lowestoft, Wheelwright 
Yarmouth Pet Jani12 Ord Jan 12 

Jouyeos, Faepericx, Urmston, Lancs, Timber Merchant 
Salford Pet Jani2 Ord Jan 13 

Kacruas, May: 2, Bedford, Diaper Bedford Pet Dec 19 
Ord Jan 11 

—— Epwarep Artuce Jonssox, Banham, Norfolk, 

Farmer Norwich Pet Jan 14 Ord Jan 14 

Lavy, Masco SazeatTo, and Sauce: Sazsato Levi, Man- 
chester. Im.ia:ubber Merchants Manchester Pet Jan 
4 Ord Jan 4 

Lows, Wits Hesey Lzoxarp, Belper, Derby, Com- 
mescial Traveller Derby Pet Janiil Ord Jan il 

Lesw, Virnetu Becx, Newcastle on Tyne, Commision 
Agent Newcastieon Tyne Pet Janis Ond Jan 13 

McApaus, Grorcz Davin, Leicester, Clothier Leicester 
Pe Jani4 OrdJen 4 

Mrtigesair, Janes Txouas, Droitwich, Licensed Victualler 
Worcester Pet Dee 29 Ord Dec 13 

Morais, Wit114m, Altrincham, Chester, Boct Dealer Man- 
chester Pet Dic Ord Jan 13 

Morreax, Wiitiam, and Georce Wittram Morrerax, 
Sheffield, tuilder’s Merchants. Sheffield Pet Nov 21 
Ord Jan 13 

Nruax, Davis, &t George's st, Shadwel!, Tin Plate Manu- 
faccurer High Court PetJan7 Ord Jan 12 


Paice, Bicaszp, Bishops Walthem, Farmer Sou’ hampton 
Pec Jan 13 Ord Jan 12 

Patues, Mazy, Grantham, Schoolm'stres: Nottingham 
Pet Jam 12 Ord Jan 13 

Sna, mea Exs, Holborn viaduct Bigh Court Pet 
une 27 Ori Dec 19 

Saspry, Wiriiax Jouus, Bishopeton, Bristol, Floriet 
Britol Pet vee Ord Jon iz 

Sarva, Feapezicn Witiiam, Aliebargh, Suffolk, Brick- 
layer Ipewich Pet Jan i4 OriJan l4 

Surra, Joux Warez, liomtrdge, salop, Fruit Dealer 
Maceitey PAdany Pet Jan 13 

Srescer, Jaucs Azrave, Burnley, Confectioner Barnley | 
Patan Ord Jan 4 


Scrtos,Joux Becce, Hulme, Manchester, Mill Farnisher | * 
Manches ~ 


ex PetJamniZ Ord Jan i% 

Swats, Percy, Manchester, Corn Memhast Manchester 
Pet Dee iz Ord Jan 12 

Watrtos. Jous Cuaanies, P.cotom, Lanes, Deeper Pris'on 
Pet Jam i2 Ord Jan 12 

War, Jomxs Wititan Patewestaen, Pockley Grange, nr 
Heimeley, Yorks, Farmer Northallerton Pet Jan 1i 
Ord Jan i 


rPOrrron for BAR, SOLICITORS’, UNI- 


| ticulars apply Tuomas R. Frost, 38, Chancery-lane, 


Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the | EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY 


Soricrrors’ JOURNAL with regularity it is 
requested that application be made direct to 
the Publisher, at 27, Chancery-lane. 


Annual Subscriptions, WHICH MUST BE PAID 
IN ADVANCE: Soxicrrors’ JOURNAL and 


INTEREST SOCIBIY, Limited. 
10, LANCASTER PLACE, STRAND, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED 1835. CAPITAL, £500,000. 


Reversions and Life Interests in Landed or Le Pres 
perty or other — and Annuities PURCHASED or 


8 granted thereon. 
Interest on Loans may be Capitalized. 


C. H. CLAYTON, Joint 
F. H. CLAYTON, Secretaries, 





WrExty REPORTER, in Wrapper, 52s., 
post-free. SoLicrTors’ JOURNAL only, 26s. ; 


Country, 288. ; Foreign. 30s. 4d. WERKLY 
REPORTER, in Wrapper, 26s.; Country or 


Foreign, 28s. 


Volumes bound at the Office—cloth, 28. 9d. ; half 
law calf, 5s. 6d. 


MEE F. F. MONTAGUE, LL.B., continues 

to PREPARE for the SOLICITORS’ FINAL and 
INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATIONS; payment by result. 
—Particulars on application, personally or by letter, at 93. 
| Chancery Lane, W. 


THE LONDON SCHOOL OF LAW. 








VERSITY, and other LAW EXAMINATIONS, 


The following Masses will commence the first week in 
February, 1905: SOLICITORS’ Intermediate and Final for 
June, 1905, Four Months’ Classes; BAR Examinations 
for May, 1905, Three Months’ Classes. 

For particulars of other Classes and further information 
apply to the Secretary, 1, Old Serjeants’-inn, W.C. 





QOLICEOnS’ EXAMINATIONS. — Mr. 
THOMAS R. FROST, solicitor, COACHES candi- 
dates for the Preliminary, Intermediate, and Final 
Exeminations, in class or by correspondence.— For par- 


London. 
ase 1x Novemper —5 Final, 9 Inter. sat; ALL 





FOR SALE :— 

FINE SET of WEEKLY REPORTER, 
ra from the commencement (1852-3) to 1900, Vols. 1 to 
48, bound in half-calf, regulation pattern, price only £26. 

*.° A Large Stock of Single oe aman and Short Sets of 
this Publication at much reduced 
THE KELLY LAW- BOOK “COMPANY, Ltd., 
Dealers in ali Descriptions of Law Books, 
LINCOLN’S INN GATE, CAREY STREET, W.C. 
*,* Valuations made on moderate terms ; Licensed Valuers 





NOW READY. SECOND EDITION. Price 5s. net. 
AN EPITOME OF THE 


PRACTICE of the CHANCERY and 
KING’S BENCH DIVISIONS 


©F THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
By A. H. POCOCK, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 


London: Ervixcham Witsox, 54, Threadneedle-street, E.C. 


19th CENTURY BUILDING SOCIETY, 
ADELAIDE PLACE, LONDON BRIDGE, E.C, 
Assets - + « __ £158,000. 


CHAIRMAN 
Siz aoe’ WALDEMAR LAWRENCE, Barr., J.P., 
2, Mitre-court-buildings, Templ e, "B.C. 


Prompt and Liberal Advances to Purchase, Build, or 


pet Freehold, Leasehold, or Copyhold Property. 


Borrowers Interest 4 per "cent. “Monthly repayments, 
which include Principal, Premium, and Interest for each 
£100 : 10 years, £1 1s. 1d.; 12 years, 18s. 4d. ; Ld wey 15s. 6d, 
bed ee , 14s. 2d. ; 21 years, "12s. 11d. Survey Fee to £500 


Prospectus freeof FREDERICK LONG. Manager. 


‘NENERAL REVERSIONARY AND 
INVESTMENT COMPANY, LIMITED, 
No. 26 PALL MALL, LONDON, 8.W. 
(Removep rrow 5 WHITEHALL.) 


Establist ed 1836, and further empowered by Special Act of 
Parliament, 14 & 15 Vict. c. 130. 


Share and Debenture Capital 


Reversions Purchased on favour:ble terms. Loans on 
Reversions made either at annual interest or for deferred 
charges. Policies Purchased. 


THE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 
LIMITED 

(EsTtaBLisurp 1828), 

Purchase Reversionary Interests in Real and Personal 
Property, and Life Interests and Life Policies, and 
Advance Money upon these Securities. 

Paid-up Share and Debenture Capital, £637,525. 
The Society has moved from 17, King’s Arms-yard to 
30, COLEMAN STREET, E.C. 


Telephone: 602 Holborn. 
EDE, SON AND RAVENSCROFT 
Founpep ts THe Reten or Wittiam & Mary, 1689. 
ROBE 
MAKERS. niet 
To H.M. THE KING & H.M. THE QUEEN. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 
LEVEB SUITS IN CLOTH & VELVET. 
Wigs for Registrars, Town Clerks, & Coroners, 
CORPORATION §& UNIVERSITY GOWNS. 





£619,870. 











93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 





REEVES & TURNER. 
LAW BOOKSELLERS AND PUBLISHERS. | 


Librariss Valued or Purchased, 


A Large Stock of Second-hand Reports and Text-books 
always on Sale. 


3, Bream’s Buildings, Chancery Lane, E.C., 
FORMERLY OF 100, CHANCERY LANE AND CAREY STREET. 


Q, P, Ba PLEASURE CRUISES. 


THE OBIENT-PA’ IFIC 1 LINE will dexpatch the 
5S. ORIENT, 5,631 t ns register, 
From London, Ist February, 
To PORIUGaL, MOROCCO, 
10 ; BaLeARu! ISLES, &e. 
DAYS for 8 Guiceas and upwaids. 
From Marsilles, 1ith February, 
ys) To SICILY, PaL ESTINE, EGYP?, &c., 
de ) ULaYs tor 23 Guineas und upwards. 
From Mar-eilles, 18th Maich, 
) For GREECE, TURKEY, ASIA MINOR &c. 
S DAYS for 2 Guineas and upwards. 
Other se to follow. 





Managers 
F. GREEN & CO ; ANDERFON, ANDERSON, & CO. 
Head Offices : FEN SHURCH AVENUE. 
For Parsage apply to the latter Firm at 5, Fenchurch- 


The Companies Acts, 1862 to 1900, 


s ae, eraaieat 


Every requisite under the pee om supplied on the 
shortest not 
The BUOKSand FORMS kept in Stock for immediate use. 
SHare Certiricates, Desentures, &c., a and 
printed. Orvicia. Seas designed and execu 
Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO,, 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 
49, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C. (corner of 
Serjeants’ Inn). 

Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 

* 
NOW READY, SECOND EDITION. PRICE 5s. 
A Practical Handbook to the Companies Acts. 
By Faancis J, Guzen, of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law. 


OOLOGICAL SOCIETY’S GARDENS, 
Regent’s Park, are OPEN DAILY (ex Sundays}, 
from 9 a.m. until sunset. Admission 1s., _—— 
Children always 64. Ladies or gentlemen ‘may be 
Fellows of the pociety, Entrance fee £5 aot sub- 








i — EC. ; or to Wes End branch Office, 28, Cocaspur- 
str 


seri £3, or com —— fee £46.— For particulars apply 
to the bx Szcretasy, 3, Hanover-square, W. 















